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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s UNDERSTOOD that the chambers of Vice-Chancellor 
Malins will shortly be removed to the offices at Staple- 
inn vacated by the Chancery Taxing Masters. 





Tre prartine of the important rules to be made under 
section 29 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, is 
stated to have been intrusted to very competent hands— 
Sir James Ingham and Mr. Vaughan, the Bow-street 
police magistrates, and Mr. Kynnersley, the Birming- 
ham stipendiary. It is very much to be hoped that the 
tules will be issued to the public some time before they 
come into operation. It will not do in these matters to 
follow the practice with regard to the Judicature Rules, 
which, as we know to our cost, occasionally come into 
operation some days before they are known to, or obtain- 
able by, the profession. 





Tux onsEctions to any system of registration of title 
were never better stated than in the elaborate and able 
address delivered by the President of the Incorporated 
law Society on Tuesday last, but to discuss this is really 
only to reslay the slain. The public have shown that 
they will not have such a system, and probably no one 
of Mr. Lawrence’s hearers had the smallest belief in its 
tficacy, The practical alternative is between registra- 

of assurances or no registration. Upon this 
Question Mr. Lawrence discussed with much fairness the 
advantages and drawbacks of registration of assurances. 
He admitted the value of the protection which it would 
afford to equitable interests, especially to second and 
subsequent mortgagees, against fraud, and as a remedy 
for the difficulties which arise from want of possession of 
the title deeds in dealing with reversionary and other 
mg interests, and also in cases where the same title 
relate to land belonging to several different 
Owners ; but he said (1) that registration of assurances is 
Lota facility but an additional burden on the transfer 





of land; and (2) that the additional security which is its 
object can only be obtained if the register is capable of 
being effectually searched with dispatch and at a little 
cost. He doubted whether this despatch, or economy of 
search, could be obtained, considering that 1,000 deeds a 
day would have to be registered. We are not 

pressed with this mechanical difficulty, nor with Mr. Law- 
rence’s suggestion that the system would apply to title 
deeds of a temporary character, such as mortgages of life 
interests, after they had ceased to be operative. The real 
difficulty is that, do what you will, a system of registration 
of deeds must necessarily add to the cost of the transfer 
of land. Our own idea is, and the example of Scotland 
seems to show, that such additional cost as it i 

would be borne without murmuring for the sake of the 
increased security afforded, but nothing but trial in the 
first instance on a small scale in a local registry would 
convince practitioners of this. We may return hereafter 
to the consideration of the conveyancing reforms advo- 
cated by Mr. Lawrence; at present we may say gene- 
rally that they include many well-considered and 
valuable suggestions. 





Hrrnerto it has been the custom for the Vacation 
Judge to hold his public sittings in the court of the 
chancery judge whose chamber staff is in town for vaca- 
tion business. In the years when the sittings took place 
in the courts of Vice-Chancellor Malins and the Master 
of the Rolls, no great inconvenience arose from this 
practice ; but this year, when the Vacation Judges have 
sat until six or seven o’clock nearly every week in order 
to dispose of the heavy lists of vacation matters, the in- 
convenience arising from all the counsel and solicitors 
engaged in these matters being crowded into the small 
court of Vice-Chancellor Bacon has been strongly felt. 
There seems to be no sufficient reason why the largest 
courts in Lincoln’s-inn should remain unused while the 
whole work of the long vacation is crowded into one of 
the smallest. Any question as to the rotation of the 
court officials could be easily and the health 
and convenience of the Vacation Judge and the large body 
of counsel and solicitors who have to appear before him 
are surely of sufficient importance to justify the use of 
the Court of Appeal for future vacation sittings. 





A WELL-KNOWN FicuRE has this week passed away in 
the person of Mr. Stockdale, who for more than twelve 
years held the office of Porter to the Great Seal. This 
official has the charge of the Great Seal during the day, 
and upon him rests the responsibility of guarding against 
the recurrence of the calamity which occurred in 1784, 
when this important legal emblem was stolen. He has 
also charge of the wax required for the seal, which Mr. 
Stockdale, in his evidence before a recent Commission, 
estimated to amount at that time to “about four hun- 
dredweight a month.” The Porter to the Great Seal is 
in attendance upon the Lord Chancellor whenever he is 
in town; transmits to him, wherever he may be, the 
whole of his official correspondence, and receives from 
him his replies, to be delivered or posted. In 1874 Mr. 
Stockdale had added to his multifarious duties the func- 
tions formerly discharged by the Messenger or Pursuivant 
of the Great Seal in regard to writs for the election of 
members to serve in Parliament. 





Tus INFANT who, in consequence of his having re- 
ceived the name of Cetewayo, has this week furnished 
matter for so many newspaper articles and paragraphs, 
may, pethaps, hereafter fulfil a more useful function in 
settling a moot point of ecclesiastical law. It was the 
custom till 1552 for bishops to confirm children by 
name, and according to Coke (1 Inst, 3), ‘If a man be 
baptized by the name of Thomas, and after, — 
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firmation by the bishop, he is named John, his name of 
confirmation will stand good.” A Constitution (see 
Lind. 245) provides that inthe case of ‘‘ wanton” 
names, the name shall be changed by the bishop at con- 
firmation. The present form of confirmation service 
does not, however, require the bishop to pronounce the 
name of the person confirmed, and it has been doubted 
whether he has still the power to change the name. 
But, on the other hand, as it has been pointed out, there 
is no rubric which forbids him from pronouncing the 
name, and it appears that so lately as 1761 the christian 
name of a lieutenant in the 90th Regiment was changed 
upon his confirmation by a bishop. 





THERE WAS AN unparalleled vacation sitting on 
Wednesday. We are informed that Mr. Justice Bowen 
sat for eleven and a-half hours, with only an interval of 
half an hour for lunch ; rising at half-past ten at night. 








The Newcastle Daily Chronicle says that, under the District 
Auditors Act, 1879, important changes are being . made 
by the Local Government Board to establish county areas. 
Those affecting the North of England are as follows: —Except 
Newcastle and Tynemouth Unions, with their concomitant 
Local and School Boards and highway accounts, the rest of 
Northumberland will be under Mr. Donald, solicitor, the 
district auditor for Cumberland and Westmoreland, with 
Sedbergh Union. All the county of Durham is now assigned 
to Mr. Radford, solicitor, of Newcastle, along with the 
Unions of Richmond, Reeth, and Aysgarth, in Yorkshire, 
besides those of Newcastle and Tynemouth. The change 
takes effect from the 29th of September. 


Mr. Justice Harrison, the Irish vacation judge, at his sitting 
on Tuesday week, says the Freeman's Journal, disposed 
of over seventy motions and summonses in the 
Common Law Divisions irrespective of those in the 
Chancery Division and of ez parte applications in all the 
divisions. Wedo not believe that during the terms in any 
former year such an amount of business had been disposed 
of by the Common Law Divisions sitting separately. Most 
of the motions, however, were for leave to mark final judg- 
ment on specially indorsed writs. With reference to these 
applications, a diversity of practice prevails in the several 
divisions, which, we fear, will have an injurious effect unless 
a change be made—namely, that a different and too small an 
—— is awarded in more than one of the divisions by way 
of costs. 


On Thursday week, at the meeting of the Court of Common 
Council, a letter addressed to the Lord Mayor from Mr. 
Commissioner Kerr, the judge of the City of London Court, 
soliciting a reconsideration of the duties assigned to him at 
the Central Criminal Court, was read. Kerr in it 
pointed out that, while the business at the City of London 
Court had, of late, largely increased, and was increasing, he 
was expected to leave his court for eleven or twelve weeks in 
the year to try cases at the Old Bailey. This arrangement 
occasioned much loss of time and inconvenience on all hands, 
Tue letter was referred to the Law and City Courts Com- 
mittee. A letter was read from Mr. Woodthorpe Brandon, 
deputy assistant judge of the Lord Mayor’s Court at 
Guildhall, applying for an increase to his salary on the ground 
that the business bad, of late, been largely augmented, and 
that bis emoluments were even less now than when he was the 
registrar of the court. It was stated that Mr, Brandon’s 
salary was £1,000 a year, and that he acted as deput; 
to the Recorder and the Common Serjeant at the Mayor's 
Court. Strong opposition was offered to the application 
by various members, Mr. Deputy McGeorge stating that 
Mr. Brandon’s salary was equal to that of all the 
other county court judges, Mr. Gover suggesting that 
the Corporation should in every case fix the maximam 
amount of salary and reject alt applications for an increase, 
and Mr. Dresser Rogers remarking that, if an increase of 
business was the cause of the application in question, a re- 
duction of work might be, on the same princinle, accepted 
asa reason for lowering salarics in many Corporation de- 
partments, In the resalt, the application was ordered to 
¢ opon the table, and was thus rejected. 
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SOME RESULTS OF THE REVISIONS. 


Tue revision of the lists of voters has been p 
during the last fortnight or so over the whole of th, 
country, and, as our readers have seen from the 

we have printed, a variety of points have been raisj 
under the Parliamentary and Municipal Registration Act, 
1878. Certain highly technical points have been maj 
with regard to the form of notices of objection, ayj 
similar matters, which will in due time, we have » 
doubt, come before the Common Pleas Division, by 
are hardly of sufficient general interest to com 
within the scope of our present remarks. Our objects 
to consider, rather, certain points of substance that arig 
with regard to the working of the Act. 

The Act, as our readers will doubtless remember, is 
of a somewhat miscellaneous character. Its princip! 
object was the amalgamation of the parliamentary anj 
municipal registration, but it aimed at remedying a gre 
many supposed defects in the then existing system of pu. 
liamentary registration. The remedies it applied wm 
in some instances rather crude, and did not argue vey 
precise thought on the part of the framers of the Ad, 
though no doubt the intention was excellent. It strucky 
when first reading the Act that it is sometimes too hastily 
assumed by intending legislators that every defect in th 
working of the law must be capable of a remedy by 
legislation. The first question that has to be decided is 
whether the difficulty lies in the nature of things or in 
the machinery of the law. It is, no doubt, desirabk 
that legislators should, on the whole, be sanguine, bit 
there may be difficulties that lie outside of the possibiliy 
of legal remedy. It has been a common error in daily 
discourse and in literature to father on the laweril 
that arise from the natural complexity of affairs, fron 
people’s gross carelessness, and other causes for which tle 
law is not responsible. 

One of the most important alterations effected by the 
recent Act is with regard to the onus of proof in th 
case of objections to the names of voters being retainel 
on the list in boroughs. Under the old law any perm 
duly objected to was bound to prove his qualification 
Now it is a common difficulty attending the revision of 
lists of voters that persons objected to or claiming wil 
not attend or prove their title to be on thelist. Some 
not care enough about their votes, some forget, ani 
others are unable to attend. It was supposed, we be 
lieve, that the knowledge of this tended to induce tl 
making of speculative objections on the chance of the 
voters neglecting to attend, and so getting struck off th 
list. To remedy this evil the onus of giving sm 
prima facie proof of the objection has been thrown a 
the objector. It is, however, so obviously unreaso 
able that the objector should be put to give ful 
legal proof of non-qualification that the Leg 
lature did not venture to go this length. The 
jector is to be deemed to have given primd fucie prot, 
if it is shown to the satisfaction of the revising barriste 
‘by evidence, repute, or otherwise that there is reas 
able ground for believing that the objection is 
founded, and that by reason of the person objected # 
not being present for examination, or for some 
reason, the objector is prevented from discovering # 
proving the truth respecting the entry objected to.” I 
this prima facie proof be given, the onus is then throw 
on the person objected to of rebutting it by proof of bs 
qualification. The looseness of the provision above & 
ferred to is apparent. We can attach no distinc 
accurate meaning to the words ‘evidence, repute # 
otherwise.” In practice, so far as we have any 
ence, the manner in which the provision works is 48 
lows:—The agents whose duty it is to represent 
different parties in relation to the registration of vote 
have a number of subordinates whose business itis to 
inquiries at the places of abode or qualif ying premises # 
the voters. ‘The only evidence which practically cat 








































































forthcoming in favour of the objection in the ™ 









| = 


ekERER EE 


BSez 


Beltre oases kG s PZ eR S 


€ 


BeRES 


ees, 


SRESTE 


BSR STEP SB 


& = 


red 
ea 


BwraF BSG aatea 





Oct. 11, 1879. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 929 








majority of cases is that of the person so making inquiry. 
He goes to the house in question. Somebody opens the 
door, perhaps, and answers questions. It is difficult to 
ascertain who that somebody is. The answer to the 
inquiry may have been the result of a leading question. 
The question may have been misunderstood. The party 
may have had little or no knowledge on the subject in- 
quired into. Sometimes the persons of whom inquiry 
is made resent the inquiry and refuse to answer. Some- 
times the premises are locked up and no inquiry can be 
made. Again, the agent making these inquiries is, per- 
haps, a strong partizan, engaged in functions which 
notoriously tend to develop unscrupulousness, and he has 
many thousands of inquiries to make. What, therefore, 
is the sort of evidence that alone can be available by way 
of the prima facie proof required by the Act? Hearsay 
evidence of the most untrustworthy description. It is 
difficult, indeed, for a revising barrister to satisfy him- 
self as to when @ primd facie case has been made by 
“evidence, repute, or otherwise.” Jt is also very diffi- 
cult, oftentimes, for an objector to obtain the necessary 
evidence. And if much evidence is required to establish 
a prima facie case objections could hardly ever be sub- 
stantiated, As an example of legislative phraseology 
this provision is not admirable, but in the hands of sen- 
sible revising barristers it is possible that the vague out- 
line may be so filled in that the beneficial intention of 
the Act may, to some extent, be worked out. 

Our idea is that the revising barrister ought to be 
satisfied from the examination of the person who made 
the inquiry that that person, bond fide, took reasonable 
means of inquiring, and that the result of his inquiry was 
such as to render it reasonable to put the party objected 
to to proof of his qualification, and that, if the barrister 
is so satisfied, the prima facie proof required by the Act 
is given. A person may make inquiry, not for the sake 
of information, but ia order to snap at some answer 
which may furnish ground of objection. It is very diffi- 
cult to prevent this and to discover whether an inquiry 
was of a bond fide character. It would be well to in- 
quire into the description of the party answering the 
inquiry, and whether the inquirer asked who such party 
was, and, in short, as to all other details which may show 
the inquiry to have been a fair and substantial one or 
otherwise. It seems to us that those who are charged 
with the duty of watching the registration on behalf of 
either party should reduce the making of these inquiries 
to a regular system with a view to furnishing the primd 
facie proof of the ground of objection now required by 
the Act. An inquiry-book should be provided, which it 
should be the inquirer’s duty to fill up at the time, and 
which should contain the date and place of the inquiry, 
the name and alleged relation to the voter of the person 
answering it, and any other particulars which on con- 
sideration might prove to be useful. 

Apart from this question of primd facie proof of ob- 
jection now raised by the recent Act, there has always 
been a good deal of difficulty with regard to evidence in 
the Revision Courts. Of course a revising barrister may 
insist on the strictest legal proof; but in such case many 
well-founded claims will have to be rejected, and many 
persons who ought to be on the register will be struck 
off. But if a looser kind of evidence be admitted, great 
difficulties arise as to what is to be accepted as satis. 
factory. It seems to us well worthy of consideration 
whether a system adopted by the new Act with regard 
to the lodger claimants might not be still further ex- 
tended with advantage. The declaration made by a 
lodger in making his claim is now made primd facie evi- 
dence of the matters stated therein. It seems to us a 
Suggestion worthy of consideration that declarations 
should be admitted as evidence in the revising barrister’s 
court, parties making false declarations being, of course, 
liable to an indictment for perjury. If this suggestion 
Were adopted, we think it might perhaps be well to give 
the option of summary proceedings for penalties before 
& magistrate for making false declarations. The less 
Severe proceeding is often more effective as a deterrent 





from being more readily available. Of course, the lan- 
guage of these declarations ought to be subjected to 
reasonable severity of construction, like affidavits in other 
proceedings, so as to secure the existence of all the ele- 
ments of the requisite qualification, and to prevent 
persons not really qualified from getting inserted on the 
list under cover of loose phraseology. The jealousy of 
the representatives of the different parties would probably 
render it a somewhat hazardous thing to make these 
declarations falsely. 








THE SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT, 1879. 
II. 


Tue provisions of the statute which deal with the sum- 
mary trial of children, “ young persons,” and, in certain 
cases, adults, are contained in sections 10 to 16. These 
sections are very long, but do not present so many diffi- 
culties of construction as the other parts of the statute. 
They call for detailed notice, however, on account of the 
very material amendments they engraft on to the re- 
pealed Juvenile Offenders Acts (10 & 11 Vict. c. 82, and 
13 Vict. c. 37), for which they are substituted. 

The 10th section deals with the “ child,” defined in 
the interpretation clause as “a person who, in the opinion 
of the court before whom he is brought, is under the age 
of twelve years.” Against this “opinion ” of the justices, 
there will be no appeal, nor is it desirable that there 
should be. The enactment is that whete a child is 
charged with “ any indictable offence other than homi- 
cide,” the court, “‘ if they think it expedient so to do,” 
and if the parent or guardian does not object, may deal 
summarily with the offence. Under the repealed statutes 
the summary jurisdiction was given only in case of 
simple larceny, or of offences punishable as simple larceny. 
Under the new law, as Mr. Saunders points out in his 
edition of the Act, are included embezzlements, arsons, 
burglaries, and attempts to murder—crimes but seldom 
committed by children, but fit subjects for summary 
jurisdiction. It is for the parent or guardian, and not 
the child, to determine whether recourse shall be had to 
a jury. The maximum term of imprisonment is reduced 
from six months to one month, but there is power to in- 
flict a private whipping on a male child “ with not more 
than six strokes of a birch rod.” 

We now come to the ‘‘ young person,” defined in the 
interpretation clause as “a person who, in the opinion of 
the court before whom he is brought, is of the age of 
twelve years and under the age of sixteen years.” Such 
a young person, if charged with any of eight offences 
specified in the schedule [embezzlement by a servant, 
and receiving stolen goods are the principal offences 
added to the old list contained in the repealed Act 10 & 
11 Vict. c. 82] is triable summarily, if he consent, and 
if the justices think it expedient. If under fourteen, he 
may be privately whipped with not more than twelve 
strokes of a birch rod, to be administered (as in the 
case of a ‘“‘child”) bya constable “‘in the presence 
of an inspector or other officer of police of higher 
rank than a constable, and also in the presence, if he 
so desire to be present, of the parent or guardian of 
such young person.” Minute as this direction is, it does 
not exhaust the law of the subject. The Act 25 Vict. c. 
18, must here be read in. That Act directs that the 
sentence shall specify the number of strokes to be in- 
flioted, and the “ instrument to be used.” 

The 12th section deals with the ease of an adult con- 
senting to the summary jurisdiction, and allows summary 
trial in cases of embezzlement by a servant, and receiving 
stolen goods, and other smaller offences, in addition to 
the offences specified in the repealed statute 18 & 19 
Vict, o, 126. 

Section 183 takes up the case of the adult pleading 
guilty, and similarly enlarges the summary jurisdiction, 
with the variation that where the adult pleads guilty, 
there is no limit to the amount of the property stolea, 
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whereas, where the adult consents, the property stolen 
must not exceed forty shillings. [In the repealed 18 & 19 
Vict. ¢. 126, the maximum was five shillings in each case. } 
‘We may observe here that in the case of the adult plead- 
ing guilty there is a very lopg and elaborate direction as 
to what the court “shall explain” and “shall further 
state” to the prisoner. There is to be an explanation of 
the meaning of the case being dealt with summarily and 
a further statement that the prisoner is not obliged to 
plead at all. The statement of the meaning of the case 
being dealt with summarily appears to be optional with 
the court. 

The 16th section brings into almost general applica- 
tion the provision of the Juvenile Offenders Act (10 & 11 
Vict. c. 82), s. 1, that where the offence charged is of so 
trifling a character that is inexpedient to inflict any 
punishment, the court may dismiss the information 
without proceeding to conviction. Courts of summary 
jurisdiction have been much divided on the question 
whether in cases like those within the scope of this 
section it is better to strain the law and the facts, and 
find the accused not guilty, or to give judgment accord- 
ing to law, and cause all the expense and exposure of a 
conviction in substance undeserved. Such cases will 
occur no longer. In saying that the new law would have 
almost general application, we refer to a proviso at the 
end of the section “that this section shall not apply to 
an adult convicted in pursuance of this Act of an offence 
of which he has pleaded guilty, and of which he could 
not, if he had not pleaded guilty, be convicted by a 
court of summary jurisdiction.” This exception, which 
seems to embrace (see Saunders) all the offences com- 
prised in the first column of the first schedule, will cause 
no little trouble. 

The 17th section is in one sense a retrograde step, for 
it carries us back to the times when justices of the peace 
did not exist; but in some cases, such as offences in re- 
spect of game, where the justices, however unfairly, 
may happen to labour under a suspicion of prejudice, 
it will tend to strengthen the arm of the law. Follow- 
ing the precedent set in the first instance by the 
Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875, s. 9; 
and, secondly, by the Cruelty to Animals Act, 1875, s. 
15, this section enacts as follows :— 


A person, when charged before a court of summary jurie- 
diction with an offence, in respect of the commission of 
which an offender is liable on summary conviction to be 
imprisoned for a term exceeding three months, and which 
is not an assault, may, on appearing before the court, and 
before the charge is gone into, but not afterwards, claim 
to be tried by a jury, and thereupon the court of summary 
jarisdiction shall deal with the case in all respects as if the 
accused were charged with an indictable offence, &c. 


The section proceeds to direct that the eourt, before the 
charge is gone into, “shall address” the defendant “to 
the following effect :—‘ You are charged with an offence 
in respect of the commission of which you are entitled if 
you desire it, instead of being dealt with summarily, to 
be tried by a jury ; do you desire to be tried by a jury’ ? 
with a statement, if the court think such statement 
desirable,” of the meaning, &c. These provisions will 
probably not be found to work very easily. It will be 
by no means easy for the court to ascertain whether the 
offence comes within the section or not, and as the state- 
ment is to be made before the charge is gone into, there 
will be much delay in ascertaining the necessary point 
of the nature of the statutory punishment, which is more 
eonveniently inquired into alter the hearing than before 
it. 


Passing over the 19th section (as to appeals), which we 
propose to treat in a future article, we may glance at 
section 20, which regulates the place of sittings. It is 
enacted by section 12 of Jervis’ Act that the place where 
informations are heard shall be deemed to be a public 
esust; but this does not prohibit a hearing in a justice’s 
private residence, Section 20 goes further and enacts 
im so many words that “a case arising under this Act or 





———= 
under any other Act, whether past or future, shall noth, 
heard except 


house ” or “an occasional court-house,” which latteris 
to be formally appointed for occasional use, and, a 
designated by the Act, will, in most cases, be a 
station. It is further provided that if the sitting be in 
an occasional court-house, the court is not to impose 
greater period of imprisonment than fourteen days, 
Notice of the place selected is to be given “in such 
manner as the justices think fit.” 








Rebiews. 


THE STOCK EXCHANGE. 


Tux Laws anp Customs or THE Lonvon Stock Excuanar, 
&c. By R. E. Metsuemer, Barrister-at-Law, and 
Water Lawrence, of the London Stock Exchange, 
H. Sweet. 


This is a valuable and practical summary of a branch 
of law with which our readers are brought into frequent 
contact. The authors commence with an interesting out. 
line of the constitution of the London Exchange, for 
which the recent report of the Royal Commission has 
afforded full and trustworthy materials, They then, 
in subsequent chapters, treat of the laws governing the 
different stages in a transaction. The cases are fully 
noticed and discussed, and the rules of the Stock Ex- 
change are given in full in the appendix, 





Acvising Barristers’ Decistons. 


Birmingham (Mr. Sar). 

Sept. 27.—Ciam oF CHAIRMAN OF ASSOCIATION If 
RESPECT OF OFFICES OCCUPIED BY AssocIATION.—The 
claim of Mr. J. 8. Wright, for offices occupied by the 
Birmingham Liberal Association, at 86, New-street, was 
objected to. 

Tbe Revistnc Barrister, who had reserved his de- 
cision in this, and the similar claims of Mr. Matthew J, 
Hart, chairman of the Birmingham Restaurant Company, 
Lower Temple-street, and of Mr. Reeves, hon. a 
to the Beaconsfield Club, said he had made up his mi 
to allow Mr. Wright's claim. The claims of Mr. Hart 
and Mr. Reeves followed, as a matter of course, Mr, 
Hart was in the same position as Mr, Wiles except that 
he employed the premises for profit, and Mr. Wright did 
not, but there was no substantial distinction between the 
cases. He had referred to the authorities, and could find 
no case in which it had been held that a person occupying 
premises for the purpose of discharging official - duties, 
otherwise than as a servant, had been disqualified. It 
could not be said in —— cases — claimants occu- 

ied in the capacity of servants. is created a very 
orden} distinction. These claimants must ocoupy the 
premises for the discharge of their official duties, but they 
were not required to do so by apy superior authority ; @ 
fact, they represented the superior authorities, 


Pudsey (Mr. J. €. Hitt). 

Oct. 2.—S#AREHOLDERS IN Mix1 ( OMPANIES, —Poreous 
who had bitberto derived their votes from bolding shares in 
the mill companies in the district had been objected to. 

The Kevisinc BarristER decided that the qualifications 
were not good, and the applicants were all struck off. 


te 


Northallerton (Mr. MactacuLAay). 

Oct. 2.—Seranate Bornprnc.—Mr. Albert Ratson, Mr. 
Henry Rutson, and Mr. Jobn Rutson were objected to, 
on the ground that the building of which they are the 
tenants was not # separate building, and that there was 20 
way of entrance to it except by the use of a temporary 
ladder. 





the court sits in “open court,” which — 
expression is defined to mean a “petty sessional court. — 
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The @ BarrisTer ruled that the votes were bad, 
he did wot see that the claimants could gain access to 
es except as pigeons, by the use of wings 
were accordingly struck off. A case was asked 
: V—O—o—__ 

City of London (Mr. O. Witi1aMson). 
Oct. 6.—Continvovs Ocoupation.—The claim of Mr. 
frank Harwood Lescher, as the occupant of a warehouse in 
ft, Bartholomew-close, was objected to. It was stated in 
i that towards the close of last year the building in 
of which the claim was made was pulled down for 
the of having a more commodious structure erected 


site. 

“"\t, Zaylor (Liberal agent) submitted that inasmuch as 
the old warehouse had been removed in the manner de- 
geribed there could not have been continuous occupation. 

Mr. Hughes te ae sg agent) called a witness on 
pebalf of Mr. er who said that the whole of the 
‘ilding had not been destroyed, as some of the rooms were 
pulled down, and a portion of the stock was kept upon the 


The Revisrinc Barrister said that he must decide in 
fwour of the claim, as in his opinion the occupation had 
jen continuous. The claim was allowed. 








Hucteties. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MEETING. 


The sixth annual provincial gathering of the Incorporated 
law Society was opened at the Cambridge Town-hall on 
Wnesday last. There was a large attendance. 

The Mayor or CAmBripcE (Mr. H. Rance, solicitor), 
briefly introduced to the meeting the President of the 

ted Law Society (Mr. Nathaniel Tertius Lawrence), 
who was personally known to many of them, and known to 
all ag a man of high reputation. 

Mr. Lawrence then took the chair) amid applause, and 
proceeded to deliver his address, 


PresIDENT's ADDRESS. 

Itis the duty and the privilege of the President of the 
Law Society to address his professionel 
brethren, at these annual meetinge, on the subjects which 
may, at the time, be interesting to the profession. At this 
time the condition of agriculture is such as to cause great 
aod general anxiety. A Royal Commiesion has issued, 
appointing men, distinguished for their knowledge of the 
Mbject, to inquire into the depressed condition of the 
tural interest and ite causes, aud to ascertain how 
far they can be remedied by legislation. The commissioners 
fave announced their intention of inquiring into the law 
telating to land. We are met to-day, a body of lawyers 
‘whose main business is dealing with land, whether by way 
‘@eale, mortgage, settlement, or lease, and advising those 
futerested in it, whether landlords or tevante ; and we are 
twembled in the centre of a great agricultural district. 
What subject can be more appropriate for our discossion 
than the question whether the law in any way aggravates 
the ties of agriculture by impeding the free dealing 
with land ; if such impediments exist, what they are, and 
how they may be removed? In other words, what are 
the defects of the law of real property as it now stands, 
tad how are they to be remedied ? In order to discover 
the defects of real property law, we mast first look to its 
®tual working. This is especially important at the 
Present time, when radical changes in the law of real 
wad are daily advocated upon statements of fact 
ose who have a practical acquaintance with the 
know to be unfounded. Let us therefore attempt 
& general view of the manner in which land is held 
- og with in boy nro In pated “ cannot con- 

8 iculture, ou t may ocou 
the chiet in our thought. Land t vaniind wail toad, 


trades and industries of our great and active population. 
The law affects all alike, and any amendment init, which 
is to be useful and not injurious, must be suitable to all, 


and capable of.'being used in the enormous mass of trans- 
actions which each presses for settlement. The diver- 
sity, the complexity, and the multitude of the dealings 
with land the task of the law reformer difficult, and 
his failures mischievous. 
If you will bear with me while I collect a few well- 
known facts, _ own knowledge will enable you to fill up 
the rough outline which I attempt to draw. 

The gross annual value of land in England was assessed 
in the year 1875, for purposes of the income-tax, at 
£50,125,000. In 1857, eighteen years earlier, it was 
assessed at £41,177,000; the increase in the in 
amounting to twenty-one per cent. 

There is no official record of the dealings with land in 
England ; and therefore it is impossible to make any state- 
ment in figures of the sum total, but we each of us see 
fragments sufficiently numerous to enable us to form a 
reasonable conception of the whole. Dealings with land 
may be classed under the heads of sales, leases, mortgages, 
<< > mece so under which last head wills may be dn- 
cluded. 

To take first the case of sales. At the Auction Mart 
in London there is kept a register, culled “The Estate 
Exchange Register,” of the sales by auction which take 
place there, and of the sales effected by private contract 
of properties put up there for sale by auction and bought 
in. The average annual amount of sales so registered for 
the three years ending 1878 is £10,654,058. ‘These are 
some only of the sales in London. To form an idea of the 
amount of land sold throughout England you must consider 
the vast number of sales by auction, great and small, in 
such towns as Liverpool, Manchester, Birmingham, Bristol, 
Leeds, Newcastle-on-Tyne, in county towns like Cam- 
bridge, and throughout the country, and the vast number 
of sales by private contract. Tothem must be added the 
small transactions. The solicitors from various populous 
towns laid before the Lord Chancellor in 1874 such 
evidence of the number and frequency of small sales and 
mortgages in their ive districts, and of the small 
cost of each, that he felt compelled to except from his then 
scheme for registration of title all transactions under 
£300. There are, besides, the rations of the various 
land societies, of which, I believe, no record exists, 
though we are all familiar with them. We know that 
they are numerous and active, and that the aggregate of 
their transactions must be large. By their means the small 
tradesman or artisan has the means afforded him of acquir- 
ing a house, garden, or piece of land proportioned to bis 
means. 

Sales of land are not only numerons—they are of the 
most infinite variety. No man possessed of capital, and 
desirous of investing it in land, can be ata loss for oppor- 
tunities of purchasing, whatever be his taste or his means. 
A glance at the advertisement colamns of the newspapers 
ought to be enough to convince any one who may doubt it 
that land in England is easily saleable, There is the 
ancestral mansion, park, and estate, agricultural and grazing 
land of every quality and situation, market-gardens, houses, 
and gardens tor the residence of the gentleman and the 
small tradesman, houses in towns for the residence of per- 
sons in every rank, and ises ada for trade and 
manufacture. We often experience.a difficulty in finding a 
purchaser when we wish to sell, but no man who wishes to 
buy need be ata loss, unless he happen to take a fancy to 
land which the owner does not wish to sell. 

Notwithstanding these patent facts, we read every day 
positive and even vehement allegations that the greater 
part of the land of England is unsaleable. i 

Some writers of the present day seem to be fascinated 
with Goldsmith's picture of a time 


Ere England’s griefs began, 
When every rood of land maintained its man, 


and advocate, as the remedy for the depression of agricul- 
ture, the establishment of small t proprietors tilling 
their own land. The law offers no obstacle to the institu- 
tion of such a state of thin If it is likely to answer, 
there is no reason why a colony of small farms should not 
be established in like manner as villages of workmen’s 
houses arise on the outskirts of great towns. All that is 





wot only for the supply of food, the pleasure and pride of 
the proprietor, 5 the recreation of the peed mete 
townsman—it is required in our towns, and in all tho 


necessary is to select from the land in the market some that 
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is suitable for the purpose, and purchase, divide, and allot 
it by the usual vy , , 

Leases of agricul land are comparatively rare in 
England ; but in London and other great towns the greater 

of the houses are held on terms of from 999 years 
cabot 3 In some theoretical writers I read complaints 
of this leasehold tenure, but in practice I think its advan- 
tages exceed its evils. The vast mining enterprize of the 
country is based on leases. 

Of the bulk of mortgage transactions there is no record. 
We can call to mind, from our practice, vast sums invested 
on mortgage by insurance companies and trustees, sums 

ed on settled estates for the benefit of younger 
children, and frequent dealings with these sums by trans- 
fer and settlement ; but it is impossible to state the amount 
in figures. Of the small transactions of the building 
societies, which are in truth only loan societies, there is 
some record. Such of the societies as avail themselves of 
the Building Societies Act of 1874 are bound to furnish 
returns of their operations to the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies. From a return presented to Parliament on 
August 14, 1878, it appears that the 672 societies in Eng- 
land who had incorporated themselves under the Act of 
1874 held mortgages to the aggregate amount of 
£22,855,786. There are many such societies not comprised 
in the return. The loans, which compose the enormous 

gate of the transactions of these societies, are indi- 
vidually of small amount and effected at very trifling cost. 

Besides loans on ordinary mortgages, there is the system 
of loans for the improvement of land, by which, when im- 

rovements effect a permanent increase in the value of 
fand, a rent-charge, equivalent to such increase, may be 
charged for a fixed term of years without regard to title, and 
in priority to other charges, and to settlements. - They 
amount annually to about half a million a year for the 
United Kingdom. 

Settlements and wills are naturally less frequent than 
sales, leases, and mortgages. One settlement and will in 
each family may be considered sufficient to deal with the 
family property for a generation. 

The estates of noblemen and country gentlemen are 
generally settled, whether by deed or will, upon the head of 
the family for life, with remainder to his sons successively 
in tail. The tenant for life has power to grant agricultural, 
building, and mining leases, and power is given to trustees, 
with the consent of the tenant for life, to sell either the 
whole or part, and to convey what is sold by revoking the 
uses of the settlement, and appointing to the purchaser in 
fee, the purchase-money being held in trust for the persons 
entitled under the settlement. Power is also generally 
given to the tenant for life to charge the estate with an 
annuity as a provision for a widow, and with a capital sum 
as @ provision for younger sons and daughters. When the 
first tenant in tail comes of age, he and the tenant for life 
together can put an end to the settlement, and either re-settle 
it or make any other arrangement which they may prefer. 

Large capitalists who buy land generally settle it in the 
same manner. 

This mode of settlement, with which we are all familiar, 
is not the creation of the law, as is stated or assumed in 
some popular writings on the subject. It has been gradu- 
ally built up dnring the last two centuries by the practice of 
conveyancers, with occasional support from decisions of the 
courts. The object of conveyancers is necessarily to give 
effect to the instructions of their clients, and therefore we 
may safely consider the practice of conveyancers as the 
deliberate and well-advised expression of the wishes of land- 
owners. If the Legislature is to prohibit such settlements 
for the future, a8 some writers would persuade us, it would 
be an — to frustrate the intentions of the landowner 
with regard to his property. Such attempts have been 
made before in the history of the law and have not generally 
succeeded. The ingenuily of conveyancers and judges has 
frequently prevailed over the efforts of the Legislature. 

e effect of the usual settlement of landed estate may be 
shortly stated as the preservation of the capital of the 
family property. The only restraint which it imposes on a 
sale is the requirement that the trustees sball concur with 
the tenant for life. It leaves the tenant for life absolutely 
free to grant any reasonable lease which may be desirable 
for the cultivation of the land, the erection of buildings, or 
the development of mines, We are all familiar with great 
settled estates, which comprise, besides farms and rural land, 
Jarge house property in and near towns, mills and manufac. 





tures, and mines, and in the management of such 
daily see effected sales, conveyances in fee, and leas, 
sixty, seventy-five, ninety-nine, or 999 years, ag 
the demands of the locality. Such settlements rea 
dealing with land except mortgages of the fee and wy 
leases ; and it may be well doubted whether such regty 
are not as much for the general good of the comm 
for the interest of the landowner’s family. The due oy 
tion of the land, which is one of the great interesty os, 
State, is greatly impeded by an insolvent or ember 
proprietary. For the improvement of the land, tenany 
life of settled estates are empowered to raise loans by4, 
Improvement of Land Acts. 

Most large estates are settled in the manner whihy 
have described. Small properties, and, gen la 
which does not belong to the wealthy, is usually held ing 
simple, and devised by will upon trusts for sale and con, 
sion into personal estate. 

The number of deeds executed daily in England ig gm, 
help to a conception of the dealings with land in or 
and populous country. From a computation, based oti 
number of deeds registered in the Middlesex Registry, ij 
estimated that 1,000 deeds are executed in England eng 
day. 

We may sum up our hasty and necessarily ‘ 
view of the legal aspect of landed property in y 
saying that its main characteristic is that which marks 
other institutions—Freedom ; and the result of that freeim 
is that the wants of every class are — We bir 
estates which have supported noble and gentle family 
for centuries; estates purchased by capitalists whe 
wealth is of more recent origin; the villa and fm 
of the merchant, professional man or  trademm; 
towns increasing annually by miles of streets; fumm 
mills, and chemical works; and a subterranean worl ¢ 
mining beneath us. [The President then referred at um 
length to the amendments effected and attempted intk 
law of real property in recent times. Turning next tot» 
subject of registration, he gave a short history of schema 
for registration, and then proceeded ]:—Ihave now concludel 
the history of registration schemes, which, I fear, my 
have been tedious, but which appears to me to be a nee 
sary preliminary to considering their merits fairly. The 
is much in them which is attractive and which seems 
first sight unanswerable in theory. In judging of them itis 
no unimportant circumstance that they should have failel, 
notwithstanding the warm and energetic support of som 
of the ablest men who have adorned the profession during 
the last fifty years. The two schemes of registration ¢ 
assurances and registration of ownership are opposed tosh 
other. The object of registration of assurances is to rel 
all transactions relating to land. The object of registratim 
of ownership is to register only absolute ownership al 
simple mortgages, leaving unrecorded all equitable wi 
partial interests. 

Let us consider, first, registration of ownership. Tw 
object which it is intended to serve is to 
sales and mortgages; and the evil which it is intended 
remedy is the supposed necessity for a continual repetition 
of investigations of title on all transactions, ‘however clos 
they may follow each other. In our short and scanty & 
perience of the working of the system under the Act of 18 
the promise of ease aud cheapness has not been 
Those who have used the Act have found that they bar 
been put to more expense and trouble than if they bil 
proceeded without it. But admit that this arose oll 
from defects incident to the commencement of a new sft 
tem, and assume that the promised facilities will be 
tained, they apply only to simple transactions, such # 
conveyances or mortgages of the fee simple, where yu 
least want help, When you pass from simple to 
cated transactions, and wish for the light which 
record would supply, the register leaves you, and 
gives a hint by some caveat or inhibition that you mus 
seek the true title elsewhere. 

To consider the matter further in detail. As regath 
sales, wo do not want facilities, They are effected # 
cheaply and eapetidionsty as is reasonable, and I dom 
think that any further facilities would increase the number 
of sales or the ay obtained on each. To # great exit 


| 


the relief promised by the Actis merely the sbifting of@ 
pense from the purchaser to the vendor, by o ” 
the practi 


meres 


the proceeds of sale any complications which 
the title to the land. This is a reversal of 
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qhich now obtains between vendor and purchaser of throw- 
ing the expense of investigation as much as possible upon 


haser. 

The business of raising money on mortgage is in itself 
easy and simple, and does not require help from legislative 
provision, but the law relating to mortgages is in many re- 

in an unsatisfactory state. A register of mortgages 
guch as that proposed by the Act would be of great value, 
if it were separated from the other parts of the Act. 

The sup necessity, under the present system, of 

ent re-investigation of the same title, which was one 
of the main evils intended to be cured by the Act, has 
een enormously exagg' 


erated. 

‘On sales the vendor usually investigates his own title in 
the first instance. If it is radically faulty, he abstains 
from selling. If there are defects which can be remedied 
orsupplied he makes them good where it is worth while ; 
where not, he stipulates that the purchaser shall accept 
them, or bear the expense of removing them. The investi- 
gition by the purchaser is generally satisfactory and 

itious. On the purchase of an estate, of which 
the title has just been investigated and cleared, the 
sdlicitor to the purchaser avails himself of what has been 
done on the previous investigation. He is able, at much 
less cost than on an original arulnie, to ascertain 
whether the work has been done well or ill. If well, he 
ly seizes the opportunity of relieving his client from 
— part of the cost of the purchase. 
ith regard to mortgage transactions, in which pre- 
liminary stipulations as to title are very unusual, and 
contracts not common, it is said that the mortgagor is 
oppressed by the expense of proving his title to the mort- 
and is inconvenienced by the delay of the process. 
practice this complaint is seldom met with. The mort- 
gagee who wishes to invest his money, and to make it 
oe interest as soon as possible, does not approve of 
y. His solicitor is naturally desirous of pleasing him. 
He is also desirous of pleasing the borrower and his 
sdlicitor, because he wishes to make or keep a connection 
borrowers. It is his interest, as well as his duty, 
to compress the investigation of title within as narrow 
limits as possible. Moreover, some of the work which is 
mecessary on a perenees may be dispensed with on a 
. If the value of the estate is, as generally 
happens, sufficient to leave an ample margin beyond the 
amount of the loan, all questions relating to small portions 
of the property may be, and in practice are, disregarded. 


Mortgage transactions are, in fact, generally completed 
with dispatch at reasonable cost. 


The advantages offered by the system of registration of 
title dwindle to small dimensions on examination, but the 
=" and the difficulties increase as we consider the 
Rb) 


In the first place, the true ownership is not registered. 
A nominal and fictitious owner is registered and the true 
le remains as a secondary title outside the register. 
This is not to facilitate the transfer of land, but to make 
asubstantial alteration in the law, for the benefit of pur- 
rs and mortgagees, at the expense of all other per- 
‘ons interested. 

Secondly. The register, if it is to be sufficient of itself, 
without investigation of title, must be conclusive. If it 
4 conclusive, every proprietor must be in danger of losing 
; by a mistake of the registrar. he securi 
Which now arises from long possession will be at an end. 

lapse of time will increase the chance of mistake. 
Yy. The proposed system would place the main part 
“of the business of the transfer of land in the hands of a 
ernment officer. For Government to undertake private 
ess is con’ to the principles of our political 4-4 
tem. It could not tend to the benefit of the public, be- 
‘ause the business which now forms the chief occupation 
at the great body of solicitors would overwhelm with its 
Weight any office which could be established. 
46t us now turn to registration of assurances, A general 
craked deeds would be valuable as a tyme eee to equit- 
interests, especially to second and subsequent mort- 
- against fraud, and as a remedy for the difficulties 
arise from want of possession of the title deeds in 
Sling with reversionary and other partial interests, and 
m cases where the same title deeds relate to land be- 
to several different owners. On the other hand, 
ion of assurances is not a facility but an ad- 
burden on the transfer of land. 
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The additional security which is its object can only 





be obtained if it is capable of being effectually searched 
with dispatch and at a little cost. It is dow whether 
this would be ible with.the enormous work which 


would devolve upon it, the number of deeds to be regis- 

being estimated at a thousand a day. At any rate, 
it would be a work of enormous difficulty. There is no 
great want of the security to be afforded by it, except.in 
the case of second and subsequent mortgages. Lastly, it 
would fix permanently on the title deeds of a temporary 
character (such as mortgages of life interests) after they 
had ceased to be operative. 

On weighing the arguments, I think you will be of 
opinion that neither a general registration of assurances nor 
a system of registration of ownership is desirable. 

Let us now return to the inquiry which was suggested at 
the outset, whether the difficulties of agriculture are in- 
creased by impediments occasioned by the law to the free 
dealing with land, or whether they can be in any way light- 
ened by improvements in the law of real property. 

The landowner may find it useful or necessary to grant 
leases of his farms, and to raise money for drainage, the 
erection of buildings, and other permanent improvements ; 
or he may be unable to let his farms, and wish to raise 
capital for farming; or he may find that he cannot cope 
with his difficulties, and that he must sell his estate. The 
owner of some two thousand acres of wet clay land, with 
several farms on hand which he cannot let, and without 
money capital, may well come to the conclusion that a sale 
is his best course. Thus the dealings required in the present 
state of agricultural affairs may be taken to be leases, mort« 
gages, and sales. Let us take each in its order, and con- 
sider what difficulties attend each, and how they may be 
removed. ; 

If the landowner is tenant in fee simple in possession free 
from incumbrances, I think we cannot improve his position. 
We have already considered the complaints of the present 
system of retrospective investigation of title, and dismissed 
them as theoretical rather than practical. But when an 
estate is settled certain difficulties arise. When it is mort- 
gaged other difficulties arise. A settled estate is frequently 
subject to mortgages on the fee prior to the settlement, and 
the life interest and other interests under the settlement are 
also frequently mortgaged, so that the same estate may be 
subject to both sets of difficulties; but the difficulties arising 
from settlements and from mortgages are in: their nature 
distinct, and we will therefore treat them separately. 

ere an estate is settled, the tenant for life is enabled by 
the Settled Estates Acts to grant le:ses for twenty-one years 
at rack rent, whether the settlement contains such a power 
or not. He cannot, unless empowered by the settlement, 
grant building or mining leases without the sanction of the 
Court of Chancery, under the Settled Estates Act, for which 
the consent of the remainderman is necessary. 

I would recommend that all the powers of leasing, which 
are usually contained in well-drawn modern settlements, 
should be annexed by statute as necessary incidents to an 
estate for life or in tail. 

Where an estate is in mortgage, neither mortgagor nor 
mortgagee have power to grant leases or create tenancies 
without the concurrence of the other, If the mortgagor is 
in possession he usually lets his land without reference to 
his mortgagee, but then his leases and agreements with his 
tenants are void against the mortgagee. If the mortgagee 
enters into possession, he does not acquire the rights of the 
mortgagor with regard to tenants and lessees, His right is 
to eject them. He may, if the lessees are willing, confirm 
the leases of the mortgagor ; but he cannot vary their terms, 
or grant any new leases, without the consent of the mort- 
gagor, which can seldom be obtained, as he is generally 
hostile when the mortgagee is in possession. Thus the ar- 
rangements between landlord and tenant are seriously 
impeded where estates are in mortgage. 

The remedy which I would suggest is, that the mortgagor 
while in possession should have the same powers of granting 
leases which are conferred on a tenant for life in modern 
settlements, and that, when the mortgagee enters into posses- 
sion, the rights and remedies of the mortgagor as against the 
tenants should be, ipso facto, transferred to him; that the 
mortgagee, while he remains in — should have the 
same powers of granting leases as the mortgagor in possession ; 
and that, on repayment of the mortgage debt, or on the relin- 
quishment otherwise of possession by the mortgagee, all the 
powers, rights, and remedies, should revert to the mort- 
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gagor. Full powers of leasing have long been in operation 
under settlements, and hive not been found to lead to waste 
or diminution of the estate. 

The present oppressive mode of taking accounts against a 
mortgagee in possession should be altered. He should be 

~ ar account only for what he has actually received, 
should be allowed all such outlay asa reasonable owner 
would have made. 

The tenant. for life of a:settled estate is unable to charge 
the inheritance, except for the purpose of nent im- 
provements under the Lands Improvement Acts, Therefore, 
if he is unable to let his farms, and has no money capital to 
farm with, he is in a difficult position. I do not think that 
it would be right to give power to charge the inheritance 
with money required for farming, because there could be no 
security for its due application or for its repayment. If 
the tenant for life be able to insure his life, he may borrow 
money on his life interest. If not, his only ecurse, if he 
cannot let his farms, is to sell the whole or part of the 
settled estate. 

The power of borrowing for permanent improvements 
might, r think, be safely extended. The conditions of such 
a.loan at present are that the improvement to be effected 
by it shall be sanctioned before it is commenced, and after- 
wards superintended by the Inclosure Commissioners ; that 
it shall effect.a permanent increase of annual value equiva- 
lent to the annual charge imposed on the land; and that 
the principal shall be repaid by annual instalments in a 
period of about twenty-five years. If there conditions are 
complied with, a charge is imposed on the land, irrespective 
of ownership, in priority to mortyages and limitations, 
Farther, if any person interested dissents, or if the person 
entitled in remainder is a minor, the sanction of a judge of 
the Chancery Division is required by the Lands Improve- 
ment Act, 1864, 

T think that the decision on the dissent and the protec- 
tion of the infant remainderman might be safely left to the 
Inclosure Commissioners, who are better able than the Court 
of Chancery to judge of the merits of a proposed improve- 
meni 


t. 

I also think that the trustees of a settlement might be 
authorized to advance money arising from the sales of the 
settled estate to the tenant for life for permanent improve- 
ments, and to raise money for such loans by mortgage of 
the inheritance. The repayment of the loans by instalments 
should be secured by poctingg ox for terms which should 


not exceed twenty-five years, Hach generation will bring 
its own demand for improvements, and therefore charges in 
respect of improvement lvans should never be made to 
ineumber land permanently. In the case of the loan of the 
settled capital, and wherever the parliamentary guarantee 
of title and priority to mortgages is not r+ quired, the sanction 
of the Inclosure Commissioners, and the condition that the 
improvement should effect an increase of income equivalent 
to the annual charge, might be dispensed with. 

In the event of trustees arbitrarily and unreasonably 
refusing to advance trust money for improvements, the 
sanction of the Inclosure Commissioners, obtained as at present, 
might be held to supersede their authority ; and, upon that 
sanction being obtained, a judge of the Chancery Division 
might be empowered to order that the loan should be made, 
and, if necessary, that uwicy ius the purpose should be 
raised by mortgage of the inheritance. 

An owner in fee simple, subject to a mortgage, is often 
placed in great difficulty because he cannot raise money ona 
second mortgage. He may find one or more farms thrown on 
his hands, and want capital to workthem. The first mort- 
gagee may be unable or unwilling to lend. His only ex- 
pedient is to find some one to advance money to pay off 
the first mortgage, and supply the further sum required. 
This involves expense, and, as ihe first mortgagee is en- 
titled to six months’ notice of repayment, it involves, what 
may be more injurious, delay. The first mortgage may be 
for a term of years, which is not unusual, and then the 
power to borrow is suspended during the term. 

The insecurity of all mortgages after the first arises 
pane the two equitable doctrines of Tacking and Consoli- 

tion. 

By the doctrine of Tacking, a prior legal mortgagee, by 
annexing to his original security another which he holds 
for a subsequent debt, may postpone the rights of mesne 
incumbrancers until satisfaction of both the securities, pro- 
vided that he had, at the time of acquiring the subsequent 
debt, no notice of the mesne incumbrance. And in the 





same way a subsequent incumbrancer, who had no notige 
at the time of lending his money of a prior inc 

may, by obtaining a prior legal estate, postpone the mogne 
incumbrance to his united securities. 

The doctrine of hay, may be described as a rule for 
deciding which of two lenders of money, on the same 
security, is to suffer loss. The numerous cases which haye 
established it testify to the uent occurrence of fraud 
by mortgagors. We may possibly have seen little of such 
fraud in our own practice, but we have probably maintained 
this happy ignorance by carefully limiting our mo 
transactions to persons whom we knew and believed to 
honest. The law offers great opportunities to a fraudulent 
mortgagor. A lender is without any means 
ing whether the land offered to him has been al 
mortgaged. He may make himself secure by obtaining 
the title deeds, but this security is available to one lender 
only, and is always required by the first. Second and sub. 
sequent lenders are without protection against fraud, 
There are cases in which the title deeds cannot be given, 
even to a first lender, as, for instance, where they are in 
the custody of a mortgagee of another portion of the same 
estate. In such a case, the first mortgagee is little mom 
secure than the others. 

By the doctrine of Consolidation, where a man mo! 
different lands at different times for separate loans to the 
same person, the mortgagee is placed in the same —— 
as if all the land had been mortgaged to him for the sum 
total of all the loans, so that a second mortgage may be. 
defeated if the mortgagor should have mortgaged some 
other estate to some other person for more than its value. 

T see no reason why the doctrine of Consolidation should 
not be repealed at once. 

The doctrine of Tacking must be retained, so long ayno 
means are provided for ascertaining the incumbrances on 
land, because, otherwise, the first mortgagee would never 
be safe in making further advances. He cannot tell what 
charges the borrower may have created since his 
The s of continuous loans to builders, in ope 
to the progress of their works, and other similar transac 
tions, would be impossible. Hence the abolition of tack- 
ing, which was enacted by the Vendors and Purchasers 
Act, 1874, was repealed, ab initio, in the following year. 

There is only one way in which the dangers and diffi. 
culties attending second and other subsequent mortgages 
can be remedied, and that is by establishing a register of 
mortgages, and providing that every mo should 
have preference according to priority of registration. 

I should not propose that registration should be essential 
to a mortgage. I would leave to an i mort- 
gage the same effect between the parties as at present, but 
I would, except in cases of actual fraud, uniformly give 
priority to a registered mortgage over an unre 
mortgage, and preference to registered mortgages accord- 
ing to the priority of registration, without paying attentia 
in either case to the legal estate. 

There should be a head registry in London, and district 
registries in the country, for which the district registries of 
the Probate Court might serve. The whole registration 
should be under the superintendence of the head registry, 
and there should be such correspondence between the central 
and the district registries that a mortgage might be regis 
tered in the head registry wherever the property might be 
situated, and also that a perfect search for prio 
wherever situate, might be made in the head registry, 
that a perfect search might be made in each district registry 
for mortgages within that district. 

The business of the head registry I should propose to 
intrust to the Inclosure Commissioners. They. have a 
valuable collection of maps, which would greatly facilitate 
the indexing and searching, and they are skilled in the use 
of maps. ‘hey have since 1846 been engaged in 
with tern.inable loans underthe Improvement of Land 
and they keep a record of all such loans. A register | 
mortgages might, I believe, be added to their functions with 
little expense or difficulty. 

Mortgage deeds might be rendered very concise by work- 
ing out carefully the principle of Lord Cranworth’s At 
of 1860, and making the provisions now usually insert 
in mortgage deeds incidental to the transaction. They 
might then be entered entire on the register. 

With regard to the liberty of search which should be 
allowed, there has been great discussion and difference of 
opinion among the advocates of registration. My ow® 
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opinion is that publicity isan essential condition of regis- 
tration, and a register would’ be useless if there were 
nob free access to it. The evils which we are now attempt- 
ingto remedy, and which haveled to the doctrine of Tacking, 

from our present system of secrecy, and can only be 
cured by ~~ ing means by which the incumbrances on 
land may be patent to all who care to inquire. It haslong 
pean found necessary that maortgasse of chattels should be 
registered in an open register. e publicity given to such 
transactions by Perry’s Weekly List is unpleasant; and a 
similar publication of mortgages on land would, no doubt, 
be extremely distasteful to landowners; but it is, I 
fear, the price which must be paid for facility of borrow- 


ing. 

Where a settlement contains the usual power of sale, 
the tenant for life can sell, with concurrence of the 
trustees of the settlement. But if the trustees do 
not concur, he cannot sell; and it is possible that the 
trustees may fTefuse their concurrence arbitrarily and 
capriciously . 

Where a settlement contains no power of sale, the 
Chancery Division have-power, under the Settled Estates 
Acta, to order a sale, but the consents of all persons in- 
terested, up to the first tenant in tail, are generally neces- 
sary. These consents cannot.always be obtained, and then 
the estate cannot be sold. 

In such cases the tenant for life, whom we have before 
unable to let his farms, and without capital to 
them himself, would be placed in a very unfortu- 

nate ‘position. 

My remedy would be to provide that the usual power 
of sale should be a necessary incident to every settle- 

without regard to the intention of the settlor, 


and that, if the trustees of the settlement refuse to 
conour in a sale, a judge of the Chancery Division should 
have _ to order a sale on being satisfied that it is 


I would also provide that the Chancery Division should 
have power in all cases to order a sale On the application 
of the tenant for life alone, without requiring the consent 
of any remainderman. 

Where settlements now in existence contain no power of 
sale, it is very likely that they may not appoint trustees. 
Inguch cases I would empower the tenant for life to ap- 
point trustees, or, if be were incapable, the court should 
have authority to appoint. 

It can be no hardship on landowners to annex to estates 
inland, universally and by force of law, those powers 
which have been found by long experience to be beneficial, 
and which are given so generally as to have become common 
forme in settlements. 

— pen blot in the Settled Estates Acts, a - farce 
iving the court power to sell, which I sho 
like to see Sanaitie. The title of the purchaser from the 
court now d-pends upon all consents necessary to the 
validity of the order for sale having been duly given. 1 
have met in practice with a case in which the title of a pur- 
of a considerable estate under the Settled Estates 
Act was held to be bad, hecause it appeared, long after the 
completion of his purchase, that a consent given in court by 
counsel had not been authorized by the party. ‘The solici- 
tor, who was a man of high character, had . mistake in- 
structed counsel to consent, without authority from his 
client. I think that the court, before making the order, 
should require such evidence of consent as may be sufficient 
to prove the fact ; and that, as regards the purchaser, the 
for sale should be conclusive evidence that the con- 
sents, upon which it professes to be based, have been duly 
given. 

Where land has been mortgaged, difficulties frequent 
arise in selling. The ost serious obstacles to sales whi 
Ihave met with have arisen in the case of large fee 
simple estates, burdened with numerous charges; first 
mortgages on various independent portions ; later mort- 
ages, comprising the land in those first mortgages, and 
other land still unincumbered ; and then later charges, com- 
prising the whole estate. In sach cases the number of 
Persons interested in the several mortgages is frequently 
Very considerable. Hach mortgagee may be represented 

& separate solicitor. The estate can seldom be allotted 
for sale, according to the ineidence of the mortgages. 
The united action of all becomes ne to a beneficial 
tale, but united action with a large number of persons is 





seldom possible, and a sale becomes tically impossible 
— the help of the coart. — 

e remedy of a legal mortgagee according te chancery 
law is foreclosure and not sale, and, until lately, a legal 
mort gagee could not obtain.a judicial sale. Under recent 
statutes the court has power to order a.sale as a matter of 
discretion, if it think fit, but it is considered that a case 
must be shown for granting a sale instead of foreclosure. 
If the application for a.sale be by the mortgagor, the’ con- 
sent of mortgagee, or, if there is more than one, the 
consent of all, is required. 

Pag — to me that, according to the trne view of 

relation of mortgagor and mortgagee, the mo: 's 
right.is to his money, and to that only; and thet Kietlons 
remedy, if his principal is not paid when required, is sale 
and not foreclosure; also that, as the mortgagor has the 
right to repay the mortgagee at any time, on reasonable 
notice, the mortgagee should not be allowed to object to a 
sale when the mortgagor desires it, but should be entitled 
only to require due notice of repayment. I would therefore 
propose that. cither mortgagee or mortgagor should have the 
right to apply t» the Chancery Division fora sale under 
the court whenever the circumstances of the title render'a 
judicial sale desirable; and that a sale should be ordered 
accordingly, without the consent of the other party, who 
should nevertheless have liberty to attend the proceedings, 
and be-heardin all matters relating to the conduct of the 
sale, and the fixing of the reserve price. 


Farther, the doctrines of Tacking and Consolidation 
throw difficulties in the way of the sale of mortgaged 
estates, because they render it unsafe to purchase an 
equity of redemption. In the words of Lord Hatherley, 
in Bevor v. Luck, “it is a very dangerous thing 
to buy equities of redemption, or deal with them at 
all.” Bi deayeetly happens that the sale of land, subject 
to a mortgage, is an arrangement convenient to the mort- 
eager, the mort , and the purchaser, but it cannot be 

ly effected by reason of the law of mortgage. This 
evil would be remedied by the register of mortgages which 
I have suggested. 
The rule that a mortgagee is entitled to refuse the 
or access to the title deeds, and, as the phrase is, 
to sit on his deeds, is not reasonable. If it been 
generally insisted upon it would have been repealed long 
ago, because it would have puta stop to business. The 
good sense of solicitors has virtually repealed it. Bat it is 
occcasionally put in force by an unreasonable man, and 
then is productive of great inconvenience. I think that 
the right of the mo r to inspect his title deeds should 
be established by legislative enactment. 

It appears from what we read in the ne 
many persons, and among them some of great im 
are of opinion pmo a —_ i ~ pene anage 
aggravates the difficulties o: ic y i i 
dealing with land, and that thosion the power of settling 
land should be either taken away or curtailed. ‘The 
question whether settlements restrict the free dealing with 
land is a question of fact. The question whether the 
Legislature should attempt to prohibit them is a political 
question. The question of fact is a fit matter for us to 
discuss to-day. The political question is one which we 
had better not enter inte here. 

On the question of fact you are well able to judge from 
your own experience. you confirm the statements 
which I have laid before you to-day, you will agree with 
me that well-drawn modern settlements do not impede 
the dealing with land, except in the way of mortgage, and 
that the obstacles. and difficulties, which are now experi- 
enced in the letting and selling of land are due far more 
to mortgages than to settlements. 2 

I hope that you will also agree with me that the 
remedies which I have suggested will remove such of the 
obstacles as are due to settlements, and greatly dimini 
those which are caused by mortgages. 

If those remedies were adopted, and the powers now 
conferred by lengthy clauses in deeds of settlement and 
mortgage were made by law incident to the transaction, 
the deed of settlement would shrink into small propor- 
tions, and the deed of mortgage would be reduced to.a few 
lines. The trouble and responsibility of thesolicitor would 
be the same as now, except that he would be relieved from 
superintending a certain amount of copying. It would 
therefore be necessary that the present faulty mode of 
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remunerating the solicitor by the length of the documents 
which he draws should be changed for some more rational 
— The Lord Chancellor, in- his evidence before Mr. 

borne Morgan’s Committee this year, states that he 
considers the present system of solicitors’ charges in con- 
veyancing matters as bad as it can be. He says that he 
knows no reason why solicitors’ bills should be taxed in 
matters not contentious, and he assents to the principle 
that solicitors should be paid by commission. Other 
witnesses give evidence to the same effet. The committee 
recommend the abolition of the present system of convey- 
ancing charges, and the substitution for it, in all cases, of 
a graduated ad valorem scale of payment. The principle 
of this recommendation is now generally admitted, but 
its application to practice is not an easy matter. The first 
step is to frame a scale which may be acceptable to the 
profession and their clients. A committee of our council, 
composed of some of our ablest and most experienced 
members, have been for some time engaged, in consulta- 
tion with the law societies in the country, in the prepara- 
tion of a scheme which they will soon be able to lay 
before ‘ a ~ Rei rrggen In this, as in 
other changes affecting daily practice, £ ci tion 
and minute attention to details are Hh so ay ie ober to 
produce a workable scheme. 

There are two other recommendations of Mr. Osborne 
Morgan’s committee on which I should like to say a few 
words before concluding :—(1) The appointment of a real 
representative; and (2) the repeal of the Statute of Uses. 

2 2 ar pe of a real representative to the deceased 
owner of land, who should have the powers over real estate 
which an executor now has over personal estate, would, no 
doubt, facilitate the transfer of real estate by dispensing, on 
sales, with proof of heirship, and it would also facilitate 
the administration of the estates of deceased persons. It 
would render necessary the probate of wills of real estate. 
There would be many advantages in such a course, but I 
am afraid that it would lead directly to the imposition of 
— duty on real estate, which would be making the 

ded interest, already overburdened, pay more for 
the benefit than it is worth. I think the present is 
not a favourable time for such a proposal. It is not 
unlikely that the subject of probate and legacy duties may 
be seriously brought before Parliament during the next 
few years. It became the subject of debate in the House 
of Commons last session, at the instance of a well-known 
member of our council, Mr. Dodds, who moved a resolu- 
tion in favour of abolishing both probate and legacy duties, 
and substituting a percentage on the capital of personal 
estate. An amendment, moved by a former president of 
our council, Mr. Gregory, to the effect that it was expe- 
dient to reconsider the whole question of probate and 
legacy duties, was carried. If that question should come 
before Parliament, the appointment of a representative of 
real estate would no doubt be considered. 

The committee recommend the immediate 1 of the 
Statute of Uses without suggesting a substitute. The 
Statute of Uses, as interpreted by the courts, has become 
the foundation of the system of modern conveyancing. To 


take it away without pea orees in its place would 
be merely mischievous. . Joshua Williams, from 
whom the suggestion proceeded, proposed to substitute 


for the statute an enactment that, whatever can be done 
by virtue of the statute, might in future be done at com- 
mon law. Such an enactment would certainly give rise to 
doubts, which could only be solved by judicial decisions 
obtained at the expense of the landowner by litigation. 
When this had been done I cannot see that anything 
would have been gained. The law under the Statute of 
Uses is well settled, and it causes no inconvenience, I 
think that it ought to be left undisturbed. 

Yor the sake of clearness I would recapitulate the sug- 
gestions which I have ventured to make. 

L. With regard to settlements I suggest—(1) That the 
powers of leasing and wale and the other powers usually 
insert in well-drawn modern settlements should be 
mate by law incident to every wttlement without power 
in the settlor to curtail them; (2) that if the trustees of a 
sttlement refuse to convur in a wale, the court should have 
power to order a wile; (3) that where a settlement appoints 
n0 trustees, the tenant for life, or the court, shou { have 
power to vint trustees; (4) that the Settled Fatates 
Act should amended by Pins power t the court 
to order sales at the request of the tenant for life alone ; 














ene, 
(5) that orders for sale under the Settled Estates Act and 
other similar Acts should, as regards purchasers, be cop. 
clusive evidence that all the consents on which they 
profess to be based were duly given ; 6) that trustees 
of settlements should be authorized to lend the trug 
capital, whether arising from sales or raised by mort 
gage, to the tenant for life, or other limited owner, 
or permanent improvements on terminable rent. 
charges, without the sanction of the Inclosure Commis. 
sioners, and that where trustees refuse, the court, with the 
sanction of the Inclosure Commissioners, should be author. 
ized to exercise the iia 3 (7) that, with d to loans 
authorized by the Improvement of Land Act, 1864, the 
Inclosure Commissioners should be substituted for the 
court as the protector of the remainderman and incum. 
eT With regard I make the foll 

Il. Wi to mortgages I make the following sug. 
gestions :—({1) That a register of mortgages should 
established, and that, except in case of actual fraud, 
registered mortgages should have priority over m.- 
registered mortgages, and should between 
themselves, in the order of registration without 
reference to the legal estate, and that the doctrine 
of Tacking and Consolidation should be abolished, 
(2) that the powers usually inserted in mortgages should be 
made incident by law to every mortgage transaction, sub. 
ject to such modifications as may be specially expressed by 
deed; (3) that both mortgagor and mortgagee, while in 
possession, should have by law the full powers of leasi 
usually given in modern settlements to tenants for li nal 
that each, on taking possession, should have all the ri 
and remedies of the other as against tenants; (4) that the 
law relating to the accounts of a mortgagee in possession 
should be revised ; (5) that both mortgagor and mortg 
should have the right to require a judicial sale, without 
consent of the other; and (6) that the mortgagor should 
have the right of access to his title deeds. 

III. As to the charges of solicitors for conveyancing 
business, it is admitted that an ad valorem scale of payment 
is desirable. 

If some such series of changes as here suggested in real 
property law should be considered advisable, great skill 
and care would be required in preparing measures to give 
effect to them. We have in our present Lord Chancellor 
one of the ablest men who ever adorned his great office. 
If he would cali to his counsels a small number of the 
ablest conveyancers of the day, and devote his great abilities 
to discovering and removing the obstacles which are found 
by practical men to be in their way, in their dealings with 
land, he would produce a series of great measures which 
would confer a boon on the landed interest, and add lustre 
to his own great reputation. 

Legislation will be preceded by discussion. Already we 
see in newspapers, magazines, and speeches evidence that 
the law relating to land is beginning to occupy the minds 
of men. Writers and speakers for the most part display 4 
want of true knowledge of the subject; and, being mis- 
taken as to the defects of the law, they are necessarily a 
fault as to its amendment. We solicitors have learnt the 
facts of the question in our daily business. Let us e- 
deavour to remove the discussion from the region of theory 
and imagination to the solid ground of fact and experience. 
Solicitors have never been backward in discharging the 
debt, which, as Lord Bacon says, every man owes to his 
profession. In reading the ponderous volumes of the suc- 
cessive Royal Commissions I have been filled with astonish- 
ment and admiration at the disinterested industry with which 
hard-working solicitors and conveyancers have devoted 
talents, learning, and experience to the improvement of the 
law, Let us now in like manner exert ourselves. Let us 
make known the true state of the law relating to land. 
Let us explain the defects which still remain in it, and 
propose the amendments which experience suggests. What- 
ever may be the result of our efforts, we shall thus render 

ood service to all who are interested in the land of Eng- 

nd, and we shall have tho satisfaction of knowing that 
we have faithfully laboured to promote the objects for 
which our society was vstablished, that is say, the welfare 
of the community, and the honour and dignity of our pro 
fession. 

The Mayon of Cammurvar proposed a vote of thanks to 
the president for his address, briofly remarking that it was 
not for him to comment upon it, : 

Mr. A. G. Manren, Q.C., M.P., seconded the motion. 
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——————— 
He said no one could fail to see that learning and experi- 
_ of the highest character had been brought to x supa 
a most difficult subject, viz., the land question. 

The motion was carried by acclamation. 

The PRESIDENT briefly acknowledged the compliment, 
and said that as the gathering was not exclusively a 
mesting of the society, resolutions would take the 
form of recommendations to the council. Before they 
proceeded further, it was usual to select the next place of 


‘meeting. 

Mr. Srocmax (London), proposed that London should be 
the next place of meeting. Edinburgh and Oxford were 
also suggested; but upon the motion of Mr. Hersert 
BrawLey, seconded by Mr. Wint1am Smit, and supported 
by Mr. SutrtEY, of Doncaster, Sheffield was decided upon 
bys large majority, notwithstanding that Mr. Crazon, Mr. 
Aypenson Rose, and others urged that the lawyers of 
London would very much like to reciprocate the hospitality 
of their professional brethren in the provinces. 

After luncheon three papers were read on the law affect- 
ing land, and a discussion followed. 

. R. R. Dzzs (Newcastle-on-Tyne) read a paper on the 
Report of the Select Committee on Land Titles and Trans- 
fer. He reviewed at some length that part of the report 
which, while showing that the system of registration of 
title could not and ought not to be forced on the people, 
treated it as being possibly deserving of adoption, and then 
re-stated some of the reasons leading to a contrary conclu- 
sion. He mentioned these objections to the system of re- 
gistration of title, he said, because the report seemed to put 
the objections to the system rather on the ground that the 
public will not adopt it, than on the ground that it is one 
which the public ought not to be advised to adopt. As to 
the recommendation that there should be a registration of 
assurances, the author urged that a registration of deeds 
or of memorials does not simplify title or transfer, 
or diminish expense, but adds to the expense and 
delay, and tends to make the deduction of title more 
laborious. The sole advantage which it offers is that it 
may prevent the suppression of deeds, and thus render 
the perpetration of fraud more difficult. The complaints 
4s to frauds in connection with land, made in the report, 
gave a highly exaggerated view of the case. Upon the 

ion of publicity, he urged that they must either 

ve an absolutely open register or incumber the right 
of searching with such limitations as to render it inade- 
= On the question of registration generally, he 
observed that the rate of interest on mortgages on land 
Mnon-register counties was not higher than in register 
counties or in Scotland. There was much exaggeration 
on the subject of ch: for conveyancing, and he showed 
some writers laid hold of stories which on the face of 
them were absurd. The short answer to the allegations 
as to the excessive cost of conveyancing was that the pro- 
themselves had been and were pressing for a fair 
graduated ad valorem scale, to be adopted in all but ex- 
ceptional circumstances, As to the length of deeds, the 
profession had for the last forty years been continuously 
g the unnecessary length of them. Mr. Dees con- 
dluded with some observations as to matters in which 
ae action seemed desirable in order to simplify the 
to land and facilitate its transfer. 
y Mr. M. D. Ospatpgston (London), read a paper on 

The Law of Distress as affecting the Property of Third 
Parties,” with special reference to the recent case of 
Take vy. Duppa, tried at Maidstone Assizes, in which a 
tumber of sheep, the property of the plaintiff, being at the 

of distress upon certain land, were distrained upon 
bythe landlord of the land for arrears of rent due from the 

t. The authorcontended that on no principle of justice 
ought a stranger's cattle, grazing or being on land occupied 
by the tenant, to be distrainable, they not being upon the 
lind with the intention that they should remain there, 
The subject deserved to be taken up by the profession. 
aah thomas G. Les (Birmingham), & paper on 

Free Trade in Land; What aro the Conditions of its 
Existence?” ‘The writer set out with the observation that 


he did not think that a reform of our land laws was a 
for agricultural and commercial depression, nor 

the proper remedy for existing distress was to divide 
Amongst peasant an, or adopt the French 


But he proceeded to quote the opinions of 
Kay, Mr. Mill, and others, to show the oxistenco of 





a widespread dissatisfaction with the t 

He assumed that it was desirable, By congrats 
the community, that estates of moderate size should 
come into the market more frequently, and that the 
present power of testators and settlors should be some. 
what abridged. The first condition he should make 
was that primogeniture as it now exists by law in the case 
of intestacy as to real estate should be absolately abolished. 
He would also abolish estates tail in land, whose origin was 
entirely feudal, and the only justification for whose con- 
tinuance was that they tended to keep large family estates 
together. If summary abolition was too harsh, then let 
the principle of the Act of 1833 be pushed to ite logical 
conclusion, and let it be enacted that a tenant in tail in re- 
mainder should have the same power of barring the entail 
by deed, without the consent of any protector, as was con- 
ferred by that Act on a tenant in tail in i 
Tenants in tail, whether in possession or remainder, should 
also have power to devise their land by will. Assuming 
the last-mentioned reform to be effected, estates in land 
(other than mere leasehold estates) would practically be of 
two kinds—estates in fee simple either in possession or in 
remainder, and estates for life. He would make it abso- 
lately impossible for any testator by his will, or for any 
living personal by settlement, so to tie up land as land, that 
it should not be possible tor the first or any subsequent 
tenant for life to sell it as soon as he came into posses- 
sion of it. He would provide that the trustees of the will 
or settlement should be authorized or obliged by law, if 
so required by the person for the time being entitled 
for life to the income of the settled property, 
to sell such property at any time, be it land 
or consols, and to re-invest the money, either in pay- 
ing off mortgages on the settled property, of in some one 
or more of a specified list of securities to be altered and 
enlarged by legislation from time to time, the particular 
form of investment to be chosen by the life tenant, and b 
him alone. Trustees should have full power of sale, whi 
the life tenant could compel them to exercise, and the 
purchaser would be free from all responsibility in dealing 
with them. Im conclusion, he ventured to remind the 
members of the profession, as the president had done, that 
if they did not oo the fact that some — were 
urgently required, and suggested some practical remedy 
pe Boy was quite certain that the public would take 
the matter in their own hands, and would eventually suc- 
ceed in carrying out reforms which might not improbably 
cause real injustice to landowners, instead of only asking 
them, as these forms he had suggested would do, to con- 
sent to free themselves and their posterity from fetters, 
some of which had descended to them from the days of 
the Norman Conquest, and some of which had been in- 
vented by by astute lawyers and placed upon the land in 
order to gratitude the posthumous pride of successive 
generations. 

Mr. Sypvey Gener (London) hoped sincerely that the 
meeting would not be persuaded by the glamour of Mr. 
Lee’s tongue, especially the glamour of the last sentence of 
his paper, to adopt the revolutionary proposals which he 
called reforms. There was a very wide difference between 
what the president proposed and what Mr. Lee proposed, 
The principal object of Mr. Lee seemed to be to impose upon 
them fetters from which they were at present free. The 
object of legislation was to let men do what they wished to 
do with their own, provided it was not injurious to the 
common interest of the country; and all of them knew 
that the great struggle of landowners was to tie up land 
as much as possible. He spoke not only of those de- 
scended from feudal ancestors, but of the Birmingham 
manufacturer. He had not had the pleasure of acting for 
a Birmingham manufacturer, but if he had he ventured to 
believe that such a gentleman, especially if a millionaire, 
would think it very hard if the law imposed fetters which 

vented him from tying up his property for the benefit of 
bis family. They hac re that the land should be made 
the most of, wad should be made to produce as much as 
possible ; but when North America sent us such quantities 
of wheat, and the markets of the whole world were sup- 
plying this country, it was really out of the question to 

4 Tou must so fetter the dealings in land as to compel 
a landlord to grow so much corn or cattle, They had no 
more right to say that to a landlord in Warwickshire 
than they had to tell a Birmingham manufacturer that 
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he should not make glass beads for the ladies of Africa, 
and must make something we desire to buy. Mr. 
Lee seemed at first to be very much for the younger 
branches of the family and very much against the eldest 
som, objecting so strongly against primogeniture. Buta 
man generally devised his property to his eldest son, and 
if he did not survive to do so, the law should make 
for him the will he would make for himself. He thought 
the law of primogeniture an admirable thing, for at any 
rate it insured only one idle member of a family and sent 
the others out to work. But when he came to entails, 
Mr. Lee would give the eldest son the right of barring not 
only his own offspring, but also his brothers and sisters. 
This could now be done with the consent of the father, 
whowas a much better judge of what was good for his family 
than.a young spendthritt, anelder brother. Mr. Lee urged 
that in case trustees exercised powers of sale without the 
consent of the tenant for life, the remedy should be against 
the trustees, That reminded him of the Roman commander 
who sent home some valuable pictures from Athens, telling 
the bearers that if they lost them they must replace 
them. Consols wrongly taken you can replace, but how 
can.you restore a loved family estate, which, like Ayles- 
ford to Warren Hastings, was dearer than all the world 
beside. The speaker said he came across a case only the 
other day, in which a spendthrift son wished to sell the 
family mansion, and the younger members of the family 
naturally and rightly ohjected. They might depend upon it 
that from ours being an old country—an aristocratic country 
if they pleased—there was a feeling applying to the land 
different from that attaching to every other kind of property, 
and except so far as it was inconsistent with the public weal, 
the law ought not to interfere with the right which every 
man had to keep what he had in the possession of those who 
ed to him. 

Mr. Ince (London) said that, whilst he agreed with the 
views of the president rather than with those of Mr. Lee, he 
thought reform was needed in this direction—that holders of 
leasehold houses of 99 years should have the right to buy 
the freehold. This would not be confiscation, because the 
freeholder would get a magnificent sum for his freehold, The 
speaker said that, as the land question was a barning 
question, they would do well to study the president's 
address, which would enable them to meet the views of some 
gentlemen on public platforms. 

Mr. ConBornez (Newport, Mon.) said the president had 

i the notion that there was a monopoly in land. 
There was no difficulty in obtaining land if one had the 
money to bay it; but if the nation insisted upon a system of 
registration, the couatry should provide the means and pay 
for the luxary. He thought it would be a great mistake if 
the Royal Commission did not consult with the President and 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society. As tothe subject 
referred to by the last speaker, he thought it a questioa 
whether persons holding leases for 99 years should not have 
power to renew their leases at a given time, so as to justify 
farther expenditure, which would be beneficial to tho com- 
munity and good for trade. 

Mr. Smazy (Sunderland) said the president’s address 
contained valuable saggestions for the amendment of the 
law without revolutionary changes. He looked upon the 
advocacy of the abolition of primogeniture as a mere matter 
of sentiment, bec:use it would have no appreciable effect 
—would be but as a drop ia oar social bucket. There was 
in it no sin-ere desire to amend the law, but some political 
reason which they would not there go into. It was singular 
that no person who stood up to advocate the abolition of the 
law of primogeniture ever told them the result of the law of 
gavelkind operating in the county of Kent. 

Mr, H. Bzamiry (Sheffeld) said he must speak in defence 
of registration of assurances. The president himself had 
admi ted that a register of mortgages might be advisable, 
and several of the witn-sses before the select committee of 
Mr, Osborns Morgan had confessed that, after being advo- 
cates of rezistry of title, they bad come to the conclusion 
such a regis ry would not work, and a regi-try of assurances 
mast be provided. But a registry of deeds or memorials 
was of use in other cases than mortgages. If a man ownin 
& property in a non-register county sold part of it mae 
Claimed the deeds, in the absence of a register he coult 
re-eell or mortgage the whole without immediate detection. 
A wttior, too, having the first use, usua'ly holds 
the deeds, and couli sell or mortgage without fear of 
detection, to the detriment of the heirs under the settlement. 





Mr, Bramley then read the resolution psssed by the Shef. 
field District rated Law Society, which to him 
appeared to have been the basis of the resolution of thg 
Select Committee ; and after pointing out that the distrig 
registers should only cover a small area—the county coygt 
districts for choice—and that prelimiaary or provisiong) 
registers would prevent an attempted fraud, sought to be 
eflected simultaneously with a bona fide sale or mortgage, 
said the chief objection appeared to be the cost of registry, 
But if a scale of commission to cover all charges is agreed 
to for all England, that charge would cover the cost of rm 
gistration, as was now the case in their society at Sheffield, 

‘Tike discussion was now adjourned. 

In the evening the members of the society were entertained 
at dioner by the Cambridgeshire Law Sosiety in the large 
assembly room at the Guildhall. Mr. Marten, Q.C., MP, 
and Mr. Smollett, M.P. (borough members), Mr. Hunter 
Rodwell, Q.C., M.P., and Mr. tidw. Hicks, MP. (county 
members), were among the guests, and spoke during the 
evening. 

[We regret that, owing to the miscarriage of our te 
porter’s parcel, we are meee to defer the report of the 
second day’s proceedings till next week. 


SOLICITORS BENEVOLENT ASSOC IATIOR. 


The forty-third half-yearly general meeting of the men. 
bers of this association was held in the Guildhall at Cam 
bridge on Wednesday, the 8th of October, Mr. Henry 8. 
Wasbrongh, of Bristol, in the chair. 

The following report was presented by the beard of 
directors, which, being in print, and in the hands of the 
members present, was agreed to be taken as read :— 

The board, in presenting this, their forty-third half 
yearly report, have pleasure in being able to state that the 
association continues to make progress, 

Daring the past half-year fifty-six new members hate 
been admitted, making, with those added during the pre- 
vious six months, a total of 164 new members admitted 
daring the year. 

The aggregate number of members enrolled is 2,578, of 
whom 953 are life, and 1,625 anoual subscribers. eS 
three life members are contributors also of annual 
scriptions ranging from one to five guineas, 

An andited abstract of the accounts is as usual appended, 
from which it will be seen that the receipts during the 
past half-year have been £2,158 9s. 9d.; and with those 
of the preceding six months make a total sum of 
£4,279 12s. 11d. received during the year. 

The board have distributed during the half-year £1,320 
in grants of assistance ; £510 among four members, and the 
families of ten deceased members; and £810 among eleven 
non-members, and the families of fifty-two deceased non- 
members ; which amounts, added to the grants reported for 
the preceding six months, make a total sum of £2,010 a- 
plied to purposes of relief during the past Ye 

A sum of £294 3s 9d. has been invested during the past 
half-year in the purchase of £300 Reduced Three per 
Cents., making, with the investments of the previous sit 
months, a total sum of £1,472 12s. 6d. capitalized 
the year. 

The invested funds of the association consists of rt 

Consols ; £4,537 04, 6d. Reduced Three per Cents. ; 
India Five per Cents.; £11,000 India Four per Cents; 
£4,207 London and North-Western Railway Four per Cast. 
Debenture Stock; and £250 London and St. Katharine 
Docks Four per Cent. Debenture Stock ; producing together 
annual dividends amounting to £1,365, 

A balance of £443 1s. Lid. remained at the closing of the 


accounts, to the credit of the association with the Union 
gor a London, and a sum of £15 in the socrotary® 
hands. 

The nineteenth anniversary festival of the association 
took place on the 16th of June last at the “Star 


Garter” Hotel, Richmond, under the presid ) 
Right Hon. the Lord Justice Sir Richard Baggall y, the 
result being a net gain to the funds of the association of 
£467 1s., and an increase of sixty-nine in the number of 
members, 

The board much regret to have to record the deaths of 


three colleagues during the ~ half-year—namely, Mr. 
Charles Henry Phillips, and Mr. George 
Roberts, both of Hull; and Mr. Edward Frederick 
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London, the last named gentleman having been 
Me cently elected, in addition, one of the trustees of 
tie association. They regret also to have to report the 
retirement pots ill-health of another colleague, Mr. 
Thomas Young, of London. Im the room of the 

two named deceased gentlemen, the board have elected 
as Mr. Thomas Holden, of Hull, and Mr. Henry 
John Ware, of York, and in place of Mr. Young, Mr. 
Richard Pennington, of New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, 


Mr. Nathaniel Tertios Lawrence, of New-square, Lin- 
edt’s-inn, London, and Mr. John Henry Kays, of New-inn, 
London (lately one of your auditors), are submitted for your 

; 1 and election, the former to the office of trustee, 

the latter to that of a director, both in the room of the 
late Mr. Burton. 

‘Wir Walter Obarles Metcalfe, of Epping, is also submitted 
for approval and election to the office of an auditor, 
Phar vacant through the resignation of Mr. Kays. 

Tt remains only to add that the period having expired 
for which your board and auditors were elected, those 

mtlemen (with the boa fey of Mr. Kays), are willing 
tocontinue their services should you be pleased to re-elect 


them. 

Resolutions appointing a new trustee and directors and 
auditors for the ensuing year having been passed, the meet- 
ing concluded with a cordial vote of thanks to the chairman 


for presi ding. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The following is the report of the secretary for the half- 
yer ending October 1, 1879 :— 

Gentlemen,—I beg to lay before you my report of the 
transactions of your society during the last six months, 
sdting out. the work which has been performed by the 
various ts. during that period. 

Your society has held twenty-six meetings for the pur- 

of debate; of which number, nineteen were devoted to 
discussion of general subjects at Clements-inn-hall, six 
to the argument of legal moots at the Law Institution, 
while one meeting was occupied ina jomt debate atthe Law 
Institution with the Law Students’ Debating Society. 
The last-mentioned debate is the third which has, since 
June in last year, been held between the two societies, and 
I think created, like its predecessors, considerable interest, 
being well sustained throughout. 

The av attendance at your debates at. Clement’s- 
inn-hall has been fourteen at the discussions; at the Law 
Institution, ten. Your committee has held five meetings. 
Your committee, though by no means satisfied with this 
average, are yet well aware of the difficulty there is in 
Sek meetings throughout the summer months, and 
of the t of the ae, ee meetings (which have, 
since their inetitution, always but thinly attended) 
= general average of attendance. 

ith a view to the improvement of the discussions at 
the Law Institution, your society in July last adopted 
some motions brought forward by Mr. J. Gatey for the 
formation of two lists of speakers upon legal subjects, and 
the appointment of two members to speak upon every 
moot. Your society, previous to this, rejected certain 
motions brought forward by your secretary for the 
tstablishment of two prizes for ote at the debates. 

Amongst the subjects which have occupied your atten- 
tion, I have selected the following as having excited good 
discussions :—The Bill introduced by the Lord Chancellor 
for extending the jurisdiction of county courts; the pre- 
valence of competitive examinations; the opening of the 

t professions to women, and the re of the 
us Diseases Acts. On July 16, Sir Patrick Col- 
Q.C., read a paper at Clement’s-inn-hall on ‘‘ The 
ip of the Plays attributed to Shakspere.” A 
per was also read by your secretary at the Law Institu- 
on “ Warranty pe Conditions Precedent.” 
y len members have been added to your list 
annual dinner was held at the Pall-mall Restaurant, 
Mr. Payal presiding. ‘There was a good attendance, 
ind the opinion appeared to be that the affair was'a 
decided success, 


Inthe General Correspondence Department a considerable 
tumbér of questions have been issued during the last six 
months, I am informed that, though the number of mem- 





bers has' not increased, there has been a great improvement 
in the opinions written, and that the papers circulate among 
the members with far more than their former ity. 

Tn the Legal Correspondence Department a continuous sup- 
ply of moots has also been furni-hed producing, I believe, 
janis & a a me my of discussion. The secré- 

ary of this department, Mr. H. J. Gidney, having resigned, 
Mr. wont was, in August last, appointed to the 
vacan 

The library, which has been “open throughout the To: 
vacation, continues in constant req uisition,jand has receiv 
considerable additions. 

From the department of Societies in Union there is gemer- 
ally but little to report at this time of the year, ag almost all 
the country societies rise during the summer months. Con- 
siderable discussion and correspondence has, however, been 
raised by a proposition which emanated from Mr. J. B, 
Wheelwright, the secretary of the Bradford Law Students’ 
Society, that a congress of the secretaries of the various 
societies should be held. The general opinion appears to be 
in favour of holding the congress in London about the 7th 
or 8th of November (being the days immediately —— 
the examinations of the Incorporated Law Society), ‘am 
the secretary for Societies in Union has sent round a circular 

roposing that the details of such congress should be settled 
y & committee consisting of two members of your soci 
and two members of the Law Students’ Debating Society. 

I may mention that the Union Prize has this year been 
accorded to Mr. T. Mott Whitehouse, jun., of the Wolver-- 
hampton Law Students’ Society, the committee also mak'ng. 
henourable mention of the essay of Mr. E. T. Cresswell; of 
the same society. The subject of the prize was “ The Law 
of Contributory Negligence,” and thirteen essays were sent 
fie 


‘The treasurer’s report is satisfactory. 


The society on Wednesday last resumed its regular 
weekly sittings after the long vacation. The 
read his report for the six months ending the Ist inst. 
The society was subsequently occupied with a motion 
brought forward by the secretary, substituting a system 
of weekly circulars for the monthly one now in use. The 
motion was carried, and, in consequence, the plan adopted 
for the future will be as follows:—At the commencement 
of each month a short circular will be issued setting out 
the subjects for discassion throughout such month, which 
will be supplemented each week by a circalar post-card, 
reminding members of the subject of the next meeting, 
and any other business to be transacted thereat. The sub- 
ject on the paper, ‘‘ That in all schools sapported by the 
State the education should be of a parely secular charae- 
ter,” was adjourned to the first meeting in next month, te 
be opened by Mr. Shirley Shirley. 


SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION. 


The annual meeting of this association commenced at 
Manchester on Wednesday week, when the mes Man- 
chester, the president, delivered an address, Oa Thursday, 
in the Jurispradence Department, Sir Travers Twiss, Q.C., 
the president of the department, delivered an address. After 
dealing at length with the question of iuternational law, he 
came to the assimilation of the laws of diff-rent nations in 
certain matters, He suggested an assimilation of the testa. 
mentary law of England with that of the Continental 
States of Europe in respect of declaring the holograph will 
to be everywhere a valid will. This wasthe more desirable 
in the present day, as in that case it would be unnecessary to 
enter into minute and subtle inquiries to determine the 
character of the testator’s domicil at the time when he 
made his will and at the time of his death. With regard 
to marriage, the question was not s» simple. Domicil was 
held by the law of nations to be decisive of the capacity of 
& person to marry, and there was little chance of nations 
agreeing upon acommon standard of capacity, inasmuch as 
the question was not simply one of morals, bet was mixed 
up with religious considerations, But, as regarded the con- 
ditions to be observed preliminary to the solemnization of 
marriage, it was unreasonable that in a contract of the jus 
gentivm, for such was the character of the contract of 
marriage from the jural point of view, the observance of 
avy other forms should be required beyond such as were re- 
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‘quired by the lez loci. Such was the view adopted by the 
ow of England as to the proclamations required to consti- 
tute a valid marriage. It regarded such proclamations as 
matters of order, the observance of which was enjoined, 
but the non-observance of which, except where there was 
bad faith on the part of both parties, was not necessarily 
fatal to the validity of the marriage. In France, on the 
other hand, the non-observance of certain preliminary pro- 
clamations at the domicil of either party under the letter of 
the Code Napoleon rendered the marriage invalid, and this 
rule was maintained by the code in the case where a French- 
man intermarried with an Englishwoman within the United 
Kingdom. Such a marriage had frequently been declared 
by French tribunals to be invalid upon a rigid interpreta- 
tion of the Code Napoleon, but of late the jurisprudence of 
the French courts had come to the aid of the married parties 
where they had not acted in bad faith, and such a marriage 
had recently been upheld as valid bya French tribunal, 
where it had been clearly established that the neglect of the 
French subject to observe in France the preliminary forms 
wequired by the Code Napoleon had not been intentional on 
his with the object of contracting a clandestine mar- 
riage. It was thought desirable by the late Archbishop 
Sumner, on the occasion of the first International Exhi- 
bition in London, to send round a circular letter to the 
clergy calling their attention to the requirements of the 
‘Code Napoleon in cases where they might be called upon 
to put up banns for the solemnization of a marriage between 
a Viiedoon and an Englishwoman. It was now equally 
desirable that the requirements of the Code Napoleon in 
regard to the marriage of French subjects in foreign 
countries should be generally known, although French 
courts may in the present day be disposed to apply a more 
equitable jurisprudence to the interpretation of the code. 

arriage, the most important contract of human life, would 
“thus seem to be an exception to the general principle of in- 
ternational jurisprudence, that the validity of a contract 
was tobe tested by the iaw of the country where it was 
made. This anomaly was maintained upon a principle of 
public policy, for marriage was a contract sui generis which 
conferred the status of legitimacy upon offspring, with all 
the consequential rights and duties resulting therefrom ; it 
gave rise to consanguinity and affinity, in fact, it built up 
the family which was the corner-stone of the fabric of civil 
society. Unlike other contracts, it was not allowed by any 
State to rest entirely upon the agreement of the parties, nor 
could it be dissolved, at least amongst Christian nations, b 
the mere mutual consent of the parties. On the other vet | 
when we came to the remedies for the non-observance of the 
contract, the general principle prevailed, namely, that the 
parties could only enforce their mutual rights in a foreiga 
country to the same extent as the law of that country came 
to the aid of its subjects in analogous cases. Whilst some 
countries repudiated all obligation on the part of their tribu- 
mals to take cognizance of contracts made in a foreign 
country according to the law of that country, others, such 
as Great Britain and the United States of America, recog- 
nized such contracts, if they were not contrary to the policy 
of their own laws, and would enforce them so far as their own 
law afforded a remedy for their non-observance. Hence the 
great importance of assimilating the laws of civilized States 
dn matters which brought their citizens into daily relations of 
commercial intercourse with one another, 

On Friday Sir A. Hobhouse, Q.C., read a paper on “ The 
Adjustment of Charitable Endowments to the Needs of the 
Times.” He said a gift to a charity was just like any other 
human action. It might be benevolent or malignant, ac- 
companied or not accompanied by self-denial, done with or 
withcut thought, wise or foolish, useful or hurtful. It would 
be found upon examination that testamentary donors of such 
gifts were not entitled to the credit of being actuated by 

gher motives than other people who left their property to 
individuals, but that their motives differed for the worse 
rather than for the better. What reason could there be, then, 
why charitable foundations should be maintained unaltered 
for ever? There was not the smallest pretence in point of 
natural justice in maintaining that because a man had been 
the possessor of property during his life, he should continue 
to be its master while he was in his grave ; and no ground of 
policy or pi rngpany could be assigned for allowing him to 
dictate for ever, or for centuries, the mode in which the prop- 


erty should be used. We had managed our endowments 
according to the fortuitous views of myriads of testators, 
with the result that until recently nearly the whole of the 





nl 
endowments were mismanaged, so as to produce in some. 
cases no good, and in others positive injury, to the persons 
affected. Having referred to the arguments used against the 
establishment of a reformatory authority, Sir A. Hobhouse agid 
his maxim was that property was not the pro of the dead 
but of the living, and he asked that it should be administered 
not by a dead hand but by a living one, and with referenca 
to the needs of the living in preference to the views of the dead, 
He did not propose to put all endowments into the melting-pot 
and run them into new models, but he urged that the Charity 
Commissioners should be clothed with much wider powers, and 
that they should be able, not only to take the initiative in all 
cases, but to declare new trusts whenever the original ones 
were pernicious or substantially useless, He would like to 
see efficient local government applied to many em besides 
endowments, and he did not know why municipal corpora. 
tions should not have the power of initiating schemes for 
endowments. If the city of London had such a power, it 
would not be long before the parochial funds were relieved 
from their parochial fetters and applied over a wider area to 
useful purposes. 

A paper on the Prisons Act, 1877, was read by Mr. John 
Lloyd. He said the total cost of the English prisons in 1877 
was £499,232, or, less £56,478 prisoners’ earnings, £442,754, 
If it is wished to show what the actual cost to the local rate. 
payer was we must deduct again £12,665, the repayment for 
th and naval prisoners, and £89, 172 similarly repaid by the 
State at therate of four shilliogs per head per week for prisoners 
convicted under the Criminal Justice Act and at assizes and 
quarter sessions, leaving the charge on the local rates for 
prison management £340,913 per annum. However, in 
attempting to compare the cost we must take the figures for 
local management at the total cost of £499,232, and for 
State management, at Mr. Cross’s estimate, of £472,680, 
plus £5,000 for stationery, which was omitted to be included 
—total, £477,680. From both would have to be deducted 
the items referred to, of prisoners’ earnings and of repay- 
ments. Thiscalculation shows a saving by State management 
of £21,552 in the year, and that after somes forty-four local 
prisons. Probably this sum is considerably less than the 
amounts which have to be paid by the counties and boroughs 
in the increased cost of conveyance of prisoners and in 
pensioning the great number of officers discharged from 
their employment, and beyond this there is all the incon- 
venience occasioned, and loss in the services of the police. 
If everything is put together, the nation is now paying more 
rather than less than was paid before. The saving doubtless 
effected by abolishing so many prisons appears to have been 
in the main swallowed up in the official staff created for the 
purpose at the Home Office. 








On Thursday week, at the Windsor Petty Sessions, Mr. 
William Frederick Taylor, printer and stationer, High-street, 
Windsor, was charged with having unlawfully and feloniously 
delivered or caused to be delivered to M. J. H. M. Lacordaire, 
professor of the French language, at Twickenham, a certain 
paper, falsely purporting to be a process of the County 
Court of Berkshire holden at Windsor, on the 22nd of 
July last, knowing the same to be false. The document 
upon which the proceedings were founded was in the following 
terms: —‘‘ Preliminary Notice, County Court Summous 
W. F. Taylor versus J. H. M. Lacordaire.—This is to give 
notice that, on the 7th of August, 1879, you will have 
to appear at the Town Hall, Windsor, under a penalty of 
£10, to show cause why the amount of £2 6s, 14d., owing t0 
said W. F. Taylor, is not duly paid. N.B,—This summons 
may be cancelled by mutual agreement if the amount be 
paid to W. F. Taylor six clear days from the date of this 
summons.” M. Lacordaire attended at the Windsor Towa 
Hal! on the day mentioned in the summons, when the court 
was actually sitting, being anxious, as he said, to obey 
law, and believing that he would be liable to a penalty of 
£10 tor not attending, After waiting several hours, he spoke 
to the officer of the court, and produced the pretended 
summons, which was shown to the judge, Mr. Whi 
ham, Q.C., who ordered the document to be impounded. 
was forwarded to the Treasury, and this prosecution wa 
directed. In the course of the ovidence it appeared that the 
claim was for photograph frames. Only a portion of the 
order, however, had been delivered, and this had been paid 
for. ‘The magistrate committed Mr. Taylor tor trial at the 
assizes, and admitted him to bail. 
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Obituarp. 


SIR ANTHONY CLEASBY. 


Sir Anthony Cleasby, many years a baron of the Court of 
Excbequer, died at his country seat, Pennoyre, near Brecon, 
on the 6th inst., after a painful illness of several months. 
The late judge was the son of Mr. Stephen Cleasby, and 
was born in 1805. He was educated at Eton and at Trinity 
College, Cambridge. He graduated in 1827 as third wrangler 
and thirteenth classic, and was soon afterwards elected fellow 
of his college. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Trinity Term, 1831, and selected the Northern Circuit. 
He soon Lecame known as a sound lawyer, and obtained a 
good mercantile practice, both on circuit and in London, 
and his mathematical training and scientific tastes made 
him very successful in patent cases. In 1861 he was ap- 

inted a Queen’s Counsel and became a bencher of the Inner 

emple. He had a fair leading business, though it did not 
equal his former practice as a junior. He was an active 
member of the Conservative party. He unsuccessfully 
contested the Eastern Division of the county of Surrey, 
both in 1852 and in 1857; and in 1867 (on the promotion of 
the late Sir Charles Selwyn to the bench) he was brought 
forward for the University of Cambridge, but ultimately 
withdrew in favour of Mr. Beresford Hope. In September, 
1868, on the passing of the Parliamentary Elections Act of 
that year, he was appointed an additional judge of the Court 
of Exchequer, and received the honour of knighthood. 
Without achieving « first-class judicial reputation, he was an 
efficient and industrious judge. At the end of the long vacation 
oflast year he was compelled by the state of his health to retire 
on a pension, and he had since been a great sufferer. Sir A. 
Cleasby was a magistrate for the county of Surrey. He 
was married to the youngest daughter of the late Mr. Walter 
Fawkes, of Farmley Hall, Yorkshire. His eldest son, 
Mr, Richard Digby Cleasby, who was born in 1838, was 
called to the bar at the Inner Tempie in Hilary Term, 1864, 
and is a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. 


MR. JAMES KENNEDY BLAIR. 


Mr. James Kennedy Blair, barrister, many years a judge 
of county courts, died at his sister's residence at New 
Brighton, on the 30th ult., after a long illness. Mr. Blair 
was the eldest son of Mr. James Blair, of Belfast. He was 
born in 1807, and was educated at the Belfast Academical 
Institution, and at the University of Edinburgh. He was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1835, 
and went the Northern Circuit, and had for many years a 
large practice at the sessions and other local courts in 
Lancashire. Mr, Blair was for several years judge of the 
Court of Record for the Hundred of Salford, and in 1857 
he was appointed joint judge of county courts for Cironit 
No, 6, comprising Liverpool, Ormskirk, and St. Helen’s. 
He discharged his judicial duties in that important district 
with great ability and success, but in 1878 the state of his 
health obliged him to retire upon a pension. Mr. Blair 
was a magistrate for Lancashire. He was married to the 
daughter of Mr, Richard Lowe, of Liverpool. 





MR. ROBERT ALEXANDER FISHER. 


Mr. Robert Alexander Fisher, judge of the Bristol County 
Court, died on the 80th ult. Mr. Fisher was born in 1817. 
He practised for several years as a special pleader, and 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1850. He formerly practised on the Oxford Cirouit, 
bat he was best known as a legal author. He edited 
“Grant on the Law of Bankers,” and also brought out a 


» treatise on the Stamp Act of 1870, but his chief work is 


the well-known “ Fisher’s Digest,” which was continued 
annually until hisdeath. He frequently presided as deputy- 
udge at the City of London Court, and in 1871 succeeded 

» Thomas Bradshaw as secretary to the Judicature Com- 
Mission, in which capacity he prepared the final report 
Which was presented by that body. In September, 1873, 
on the resignation of the late Mr. Lloyd, Q.C,, Mr. Fisher 
Was appointed judge of county courts for Cironit No. 54, 


Comprising Bristol and Weston-super-Mare, Welle and 





Axbridge. Mr. Fisher, while taking his vacation, was at- 
tacked with an internal disease, and succumbed to a pain- 
ful operation soon after his return home. A local paper 
says of Mr. Fisher :—‘‘As judge of the county court, Mr. 
Fisher endeared himself to the officials of that court by his 
affability and his warm-hearted and courteous treatment 
of all with whom he came in contact. In the discharge of 
his judicial functions he was most conscientious and pains- 
taking. He evinced a lively interest in the welfare of the 
poorer persons summoned to his court for debt, and he 
sought, so far as a due observance of the requirements of 
the law would permit, to mitigate the evils arising from 
the system of trading pursued by ‘tallymen,’ and by the 
managers of small loan offices, of the extent of which well 
nigh every court day afforded abundant evidence. His 
urbanity to the practitioners in his court was proverbial, 
whilst his treatment of suitors of all classes was courteous 
at the same time that it was dignified.” 


MR. JOHN SMITH. 


Mr. Jobn Smith, solicitor, of Leeds and Birstall, died at 
the latter place on the 29th ult. Mr. Smith was born in 
1830, and was admitted a solicitor in 1861. He practised 
at Birstall, and more recently had another office at Leeds. 
He had a good practice, and held several important ap- 
pointments. A few years ago he was appointed clerk and 
solicitor to the Birstall Local Board, and he was also clerk 
to the local boards at Birkenshaw, Drighlington, and 
Churwell. He had acted as solicitor to the Gildersome 
Sewer Authority, the Birstall Gas Company, the Birstal 
Britannia Mill Company, the Birkenshaw Industria} 
Society, and other bodies, 


MR. ADAM CROSSFIELD FOSTER. 


Mr. Adam Crossfield Foster, solicitor (of the firm of 
Foster & England), town clerk of Halifax, died at Buxton, 
on the 3rd inst. Mr. Foster was born in 1826, and served 
his articles with Messrs: Rudd & Kenny, of Halifax. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1857, and went into partnership 
with Messrs, James Edward Norris and Charles Musgrave 
Norris, being afterwards joined by Mr. Thomas England. 
Mr. Foster had an important private practice, having been 
solicitor to the Halifax New Market Company, the Sowerby 
Bridge Gas Company, the Halifax Union Building Society, 
and other important clients, He was for several years 
clerk to the Elland and Hipperholme Boards of Health, the 
former office being now held by Mr. England. In 
1871, on the retirement of Mr. J. E. Norris, Mr. Foster 
was elected town clerk of Halifax, and disc his im- 

rtant public duties with great ability and success. His 
veath was very sudden. e had gone to Buxton for a 
fortnight’s holiday, and was seized with — at a 
concert at the Pavilion Gardens, and died a few days 
afterwards, Mr. Foster was buried at the General Ceme- 
tery, Lister-lane, Halifax, the funeral bay 3 attended by 
the Town Council and Corporation officials, by representa- 
tives of the lodge of Freemasons to which the deceased 
belonged, by most of the legal profession at Halifax, and 
many private friends, including Mr. Hutchinson, M.P., 
for the borough. Mr, Foster has left a widow and two 
sons, 








The Scotsman says that in January next year a postage 
stamp of entirely new design will be issued—one out 
of many designs of her Majesty’s head having 
been selected after much consideration by the Post Office 
authorities, The new stamp will not be steel engraved, but 
printed on the letterpress system, which, although stated to 
be not so proof against forgeries, satisfies the requirements of 
the Post Office Department. 


A writer in the City Press directs attention “to the 
bewildering face of the clock which protrades from the 
tower of the Palace of Justice. It is useless now to com- 
wee of the position of the clock, but certainly when the 

ands are added it is to be hoped the face may be made 
sufficiently clear to render the hands visible to the multitude 
below. It is diffoult to conceive that any hands could be 
distinctly, seen on such a face.” 
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Appuintuaents, Ete. 


Mr. Wri1aM Fox, ister, has received the honour of 
Knighthood for public ices in the colonies. Sir W. 
Fox is the son of Mr. George Townshend Fox. He was 
born in 1812, and was educated at Durham Grammar 
School and at Wadham College, Oxford. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1842, and 
soon afterwards proceeded to New Zealand, where he 
mag for many years. He has been three times Prime 

inister of the Colony. 


Mr. Joun Dozsrez Norwoop, solicitor, of Ashford and 
Charing, has been appointed Solicitor to the Ashford Starr 
Bowkett Building Society. 

Mr. Anpries SrockensTrom, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed a Judge of the Supreme Court of the Cape of Good 
Hope, inthe place of Mr. James Coleman Fitzpatrick, resigned. 
Mr. Justice Stockenstrom is the second son of the late Sir 
Andries Stockenstrom, and he was born in 1844. He was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 

1865, and he was appointed judge of the Land Court of the 

colony of Griqualand West in 1876, He was afterwards for 
2 few months Attorney-General of the Cape Colony. 

Mr. Gzoree Taso Tween," solicitor, of Honiton, has 

been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Devonshire for 

taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 





PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Atrrep Brittany, Martuzew Henry Box, Grorce 
Brirtan, and Cusryes Minter, solicitors, Albion-chambers, 
Bristol (Brittan, Livett, Box, & Brittan). Alfred Brittan, 
George Brittan, & Charles Miller, will continue to practise 
at Albi -chambers. September 30 (Gazette, Oct 3), 
Joseru Neepuam and Frirx Nerpuaw, solicitors (J. 
& F. Needham), No. 10, New Ion. August 10 (Gazette, 
Oct. 3). 


Rozsert James Sisson and Oniver Georce, solicitors, 
St. Asaph and Rhyl (Sisson & George). April 15 
(Gazette, Oct. 3). 





Companies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jour Stock Companrzs. 
Lustrep 1x Cuawceny. 


Cowpes Company ¢F (mtx, Linrten.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Oct}, directed to te hod bef re V.C. Bacon on Nov 8, 
Heathfield and 8 n, Lineoln’s inn fields, solicitors for the petitioner 

Jores Baorn' 2s amp Co., Liurrep-—By an order made by Bowen, J., 
dated Sept 24, t wes ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
company be e nti: ned. Wiili«mson and Oo, Sherborne lane, agents 
for Stubbs, Micd«sberough, solicitors for the petitioners 

WationaL Temreraxce Bevrsace Company, Limirep.—Petition for 
winding up, pre+nted Oct 2, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall 
on Nov7. Ly¢all, Southempton buildings, Chancery lane, solici 

for the petitioner 





“Werrremerenr Arrociation, Liurrep.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Sept 15, directet to be heard before Bowen, J., on 15, 

instead of Nov EP agp 4 adverti‘ed. Gedge and Co, Old 

Palace yard, We > oli for the petitioners 

(Gazette, Oct, 3.) 


Avoto-Paxrcn Co-orzsanive Socrery, Limiren.— Petition for winding 
up, presented Arg 30, directed to be heard betore the V-cation Judge 
cn 15. Rewirs, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Bsr» Atyy 1eap Minivg Cc mpany, Limirep,—Petition for winding 
7 pean’ tep 2%, cin cted to be heord before V.C. Malins on 

7. Tea, Quen Viet sia et, solicitor for the petitioner 

Lowpon ap Patstine Fine lvovnasce Company, Lintsep —Petition 

ior winding up, premnted Ort &, directed to he hesrd before V.C, 
Lacon on Kes 6. Mackrsth, Moorgate st, solicitor for the petitioner 


Srvawx (mi uicat Woune, Liwiren.—The MR. has, by an order 
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County PataTINnE oF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Grove Mit Corron SPinwinc AND ManvractTurine Company, " 
—Creditors are required, on or before October 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Elis Abbott, 11, New Markets!, Blackburn. Tuesday, Noy 

4, at.11,is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 
claims 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Botton ‘New Loan Socrery.—The V.C. has by an order, dated Ang 5, 
appointed William Wilson, Moor lane, Bolton, official liquidator 
(Gazette, Oct. 3,] 


Frrerpty Socrerres Dissonven, 
OnrppinesTONE FRIENDLY BroTHeERrs’ BeneriT Society, Chiddingstone, 


Kent. ‘Sept 29 
[ Gazette, Oct, 3,] 








Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


MippteTon, Hewry Samre., Cornwall rd, Bayswater, Gent. Noy 20, 
Carlton v Middleton, M.R. Pawle, New inn 
[@azette, Oct 7.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25, 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 

Asuurtt, Witttisam Henry, Prince of Wales’s-terrace, Kensington, 
Solicitor. Nov 1. Harvey, Old Jewry 

Birp, Rev. Henry, Rockland, St. Peter, Norfolk, Clerk. Noy 2, 
Rackham, Norwich 

Brown, James, Claygate, Surrey, Grocer. Nov 10. Lucas and Son, 
Fenchurch st 

Burstat, Witu1am, Kingston-upon-Hull. Merchant. Oct 29, Frankish 
and Co., Hull 

One Witx1am, Gateshead, Durham, Gent. Dec 1. Kenmir, Gates. 


ei 

Freemaw, Saran, Freshwater, Isle of Wight. Oct 31. Day and Wade 
Gery, St. Neots : 

FournivaLt, VioueTta, Castle st, Reading. Nov 30. Blandy and 
Witherington, Reaciog 

Goopwin, Hasriett, Clapham Park-rd, Clapham. Novl. Harvey 
Old Jewry 

——_ 7 AMES Rutter, Kingston-upon-Hull. Grocer Oct 6. Lave- 

, Ho 

Gray, Witt14Mm, Twickenham, Retired Builder. Nov 12. Angell and 
Co, Gresham st 

Hares, Wi.t14m, Weston-super-Mare, Innkeeper. Oct 31. Smith, 
‘Weston-super-Mare 

Haeais, Evizanetu, Tooke st, Millwall. Nov 29. Marsh, Fen-crt 

Hvupsow, Mary, Pontefract, York, Dec 1. Sangster and Coleman, 


Pontefract 
ipcaes, Haxax Jomes, Holmer, Hereford, Esq. Dec}. Humérys, 


for 

Lacon, Wit114am Sriavinc, Union Club, Trafalger sq, Esq. Dee 1. 
Worship and Rising, Gt. Yarmouth 

MELLOR, Tuomas, Ashton-under-Lyne, Cotton Manufacturer. Dee |. 
Gartside, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Oxp1s, Tuomas, The Grove, Hackney, Gent. Nov}. Drake and ©, 
Cloak lane, Cannon st 

Onsnow, Deng, Great Staughten House, Huntingdon, Esq. Oct3l. 
Day end Wade-Gery, St. Neots 

Page, Bensamin, Fingrinhoe, Essex, Farmer. Nov 20, Smythies and 


Oo, Colchester 
Prox, Wi1114m Amos, Newton, Cambridge, Gent. Nov 10, Fraser 
and Wright, Wisbech 
Powrine, EvrzaBera, Bristol. Nov 3. Roche, Northampton 
Woorstom, Gronox, Gateshead, Durham, Gent. Nov 10, Garbutt, 


Newcastle-upon-‘’ 
ee [ Gazette, Oct. 8.} 





Hegal News. 


The Manchester Guardian, describing the proceedings of 
the Social Science Oongress on Thursday week, says*— 
‘* There was a little more animation in the proceedings whe, 
after lencheon, the —~ fell to work upon a, a 
the law relating to mai women’s . 44 
able aha ay, ladies arrived, and rie some looked 
hopelessly at the lawyers who talked fluently of ‘declan 
tions’ and ‘attachments’ in Oh , others sought by 
clever questioning to extract loge! apldlens the 
amiable orators. The ludies appeared generally to regard 
the statate for which the late Mr. Russell Gurney waste 
sponsible with mach disfavour.” 


At the Quarter Sessions on Mi the 





gaa June 2%. appomted James Wood Sully, Queen Victoria st, 
' | Ganette, Oct. 7.) 





Recorder, Mr. Dugdale, in his charge, took oooasion to 
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4he maintenance of grand juries. He said they heard 
frequently that grand juries might as well be abolished; that 
there was Do necessity to take men away from their busi- 
ness to spend their time in doing vothing, and that in these 
gnlightened days we could do without grand jaries. He was 
ioned enough to hope tbat this change would not be 
efected. The grand jury was one of the oldest iustitutions 
wehad. It came down to us from the days of the Anglo- 
Saxon Kings, and anybody who liked to read an interesting 
account of the progress of juries and grand juries could not 
do better than read a chapter on the subject in Hallam’s 
“Constitutional History.” In times like these it might be 
thought that grand juries were not necessary for the pre- 
gervation of our liberties, but he must say in his opinion 
the grand jury was an institution which must be a popular 
d in troublous times, and althongh many of them 
ight feel that it was not now as valuable as it 
might be, he did hope that the trouble of acting once or 
twice occasionally to assist in the administration of justice 
would not be considered a sufficient pretext for doing away 
qgithan institution which had done good work in its day, and 
which might again be of service in protecting popular liberties. 
He was almost convinced that if prisoners were taken before 
the magistrates under the authority of the Treasury, the 
magistrates must feel bound to commit the person for 
trial, and in troublous times it might be that the power pro- 
posed to be put in force might be turned to the disadvantage 
af the subject, if it were not for the salutary check afforded 


by grand juries. 


The Builder, writing on the progress of the new Law 
Courts, says:—Such has been the progress lately made with 
the buildings that many of the courts are now roof-high, 
and in a short time they will be covered in. We need 
not here enter into a detailed description of the plan, 
having previously done so on more than one oocasion. Suffice 
itis to say that the courts are ranged round the great central 
hall, the vaulting of which bas lately been commenced, the 
main ribs having already been carried upwards 9{t. or 10ft, 
fom the springing. This work will be proceeded with 
vithout intermission, subject in some degree of course to the 
weather. It may be mentioned tbat the ribs will be in Port- 
land stone, Corsham being used for the filling in. If the 
coming winter be an “open” one, without long-continued 
and severe frosts, it is anticipated that before the expiration 
4f 1880 the whole of the buildings, including the central 
tall, will be ready for roofing. At the present time, the 
astern portion of the main block is boarded ready for the 
slater and plumber, and a few days hence will see the wet 
efiectnally excluded from this portion of the buildings. 
Further, more than half of the buildings east of the central 
tall are roof-high. West of the central hall the works are 
Rot so far advanced, but they are being energetically pro- 
¢eeded with, and with favourable weather a great deal will 
beaccomplished within the next six months. The Carey- 
street portions of the buildings are well advanced. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Oct, 9, 1879. 

GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Annuities, April, "85, 0% 
Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct. 20 pm. 
Ditto, £500, Do, 20 pm. 
Ditto, 2100 & #xee, 20 pm. 
Bank of Bngland Stook, 263 
Ditte for Acoonnt. 


Acvcunt, 98 
r Cent, Rednoed, 965 
per Cenv., 

perCent., Jan, 04 


| at Cent., Jan. 94 
» Jan, "80 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SHOURITIRS, 


July, "#0, 1083) Enf.Pr. Oent., May, 81 
Ditto t,— " a Ditto sirens per Oent 
$ferceat., Oot. "88, 1028 
roe .  agerpeped 
Enfac: +f Der t. 
dRaf.Pr,, 5 per Cdan?3 


Apa, "64 
Do,Do,5 per Cont... Aug. 
Do, 4 per Cent. £1000 
Ditto, ditto, under £1000 








RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. Paid. Closing Price 
Stock |Bristol and Exeter 100 
(Caledonian 100 | 

Glasgow and South-Western ....ses-s000-| 100 | 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ssscocegsessessess 
(Great Northern i 

Do., A Stock* a 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
(Great Western—Original 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
|\London, Brighton, and South Coast 
London, Chatham, and Dover 
(London and North-Westera . 
London and South Western ..., cones 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ,......... 
Metropolitan 
__ D0, District 


North British 
I /North Eastern 
North London 
| North Staffordshire 
South Devon 

|South-Eastern 














S80 CeRe reece Ceeeeeanee: 



































* A receives no dividend util 6 per cant. has been paid to 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Apiin.—Oct, 4, at Oak Lawn, Surbiton, the wife of F.C. 
Aplin, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

G1Bso0n.—Oct. 5, at Acomb House, Hexham, the wife of Wil- 
frid Gibson, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Martin.—Oct. 5, at Reading, the wife of John Wessley 
Martin, solicitor, of a son. 

Sarnt.—Sept. 23, at 20, Stanford-road, Kensington, the wife 
s John I. H. Saint, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, 

@ 80D. 

S1sson.— Oct. 5, at 48, West Parade, Rhyi, the wife of Robert 

Frederick Sisson, solicitor, St. Asaph, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

NE WMAN—JEKYLL.—Oct. 8, at 8. Giles’s, Hawkridge, by the 
Rev. Arthur Newman, Vicar of Wembdon, arsisted by the 
Rev. Rowland Newman, Rector of Lufton, brothers of the 
bridegroom, Charles O. Newman, of 8, Drapers-gsrdens, 
City, E.C., 1, Clement’s-inn, Strand, and Horne-park, Lee, 
K ent, son of Edwin Newman, of 1, Clement’s-inn, London, 
and Yeovil, to Clara Frances, eldest daughter of the Rev. 
Joseph Jekyll, Rector of Hawkridge and Withypooil, Somer- 
set. 


TowNnsEND — Lovesr. — Sept. 30, at St. Pancras Church, 
William Henry Townsend, barrister-at-law, of Lincola’s- 
ino, to Mary Scarvell Lovesy, widew of R. Whithorne 
Lovesy, late of Charlton Kings, Gloucestershire. 

DEATHS. 

Fisuer.— . 80, at Glanmorfa, Clifton, Bristol, Robert 
Alexander Fisher, Judge of the County Courts of Bristol and 
Welle, and author of ‘‘ Fisher’s Digest.” 

SH ERWooD. — Oct. 1, at Wellingborough, Mary, wife of 
Richard W. Sherwood, solicitor, formerly of Reading, aged 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantrepts. 
Oredi t fi eg yd af deb to the Registrar. 
tors must forward te e ‘e 
To Reseed ane Londoa 


Under the Ban Act, 1869. 
nksid>, Scu.hwark, Coal Mer- 
. Pet Sept30. Hazlitt. Oot 21 at 12 
Ome nan, Raned George, Guildford st, Russell sq. Pet Gct 1. Hastitt. 
t2t at 12. 
Qlark, Semuel Wilson, Knightrider st, Railway Contractor. Pet Sept 
30. Hazlitt. Oct 21 at 12 
Surrender in the Country. 
— Stafford, Maltster. Pet 1. Spilebary, Stafford, 
at 
Broadbelt, Joseph, Embsay, York, Tailer. Pet Sept 38. Rebdinson. 
Bradford, Oct 14 at 9 
George, Arthur Henry, Norwich, Horticultural Heuse Manufacturer. 
Pot Sept 80, Taylor. N Oct '4 at 12 
Grover, | nd Montague, and * B Grover, Littl Lever, Lan- 
caster, Cotton Spinners, Pet Oct 1. Holden. Bolton, Oe: 20a Lt 
Hunt, Henry Albert, Berrow, Somerset, Baker, Pet Sept 29, Lovi- 
bond. Bridgwater, Oot 1S.at 11 
Hon, eeeng an Marden, Kent, Farmer, Pet Oct 1. Soadamore. 
Ma dstone, Oct 13 ats 
Paimer, James, Mark, Somerset, Dairyman, Pet Sept 29, Beater, 
Weile, Oot 16 at 2 
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Williams, Stephen, Camborne, Cornwall, Commission Agent. Pet Oct 
1, Chilcott. Truro, Oct 15 at 7.30 
Tvespay, Oct. 7, 1879, . 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Brayshaw, Benjamin Bray, Stratford, Essex, Pawnbroker. Pet Oct 6. 
Hazlitt. Oct 28 at 1l 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brayley, William, Croyde, Devon. Pet Oct 3. Bencraft. Barnstaple, 
Oct 21 at 12 
Hodgson, Hayes, ay Derby, Hotel Keeper. Pet Oct 4. Weller. 
Derby, Oct 20 atl 
Wilson. Thomas, Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper’s Manager. Pet Oct 4. 
Robinson, Bradford, Oct 18 at 10 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farivar, Oct. 3, 1879. 


Adams, Harry John, Birmingham, Farnitore Dealer. Oct 16 at 10.30 
at offices of James, Temple st, Birmingham 
Appleby, Charles, Layer-de-la-Hay, Essex, Farmer. Oct 21 at 11 at 
offices cf Smith, North Hill, Colchester 
Ashton, George, Heaton Norris, Stockport, Joiner. Oct 17 at 3 at 
offices of Sattcn and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Aspden, Emma, Leede, Milliner. Oct 16 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavera, 
Gresham st. Tarner and Hewson, Leeds 
Atkins, James, New Invention, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Oct 16 at 
11 at offices ot Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Baker, Thomas, Chardstock, Dorset, Dairyman. Oct 20 at 12 at the 
George Hotel, Axminster. Tweed, Honiton 
Bannister, Henry, Altrincham, Chester, Commission Agent. Oct 15 at 
4 at offices of Tremewen, Ward’s buildings, Deansgate, Man- 
ester 
Baylis, John, Leominster, Grocer. Oct 14 at 1 at the Bell Hotel, 
Gloucest:r. Andrews, Leominster 
Beeley, Joseph, Hyde, Chester, out of business. Oct 16 at 3-at the 
Friendship Inn, Old st, Ashton-under-Lyne. Drinkwater, Hyde 
Beetham, Henry, Sunderland, Grocer. Oct 17 at 11 at offices of Hall, 
Villiers st, Sunderland 
Bircumshaw, Isaac, Eastwood. Nottingham, Grocer. Oct 20 at 3 at 
offices of Whittingham, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Bolton, Char'es Conrad, Great Grims>y, Fish Merchant. Oct 14 at 11 
at the White Hart Hotel, Great Grimsby. Stephenson and Mountain, 
Great Grimsby 
Bott: mley, Jane Emily, Macclesfield, Provision Dealer. Oct 20 at 3 at 
offices of Barclay and Henstocx, Exchange chambers, Macclesfield 
Brockbank John, Hannakin, Lancaster, Joiner. Oct 16 at 12 at the 
Salutation Hotel, Ambl-side, Westmoreland. Heelis, Hawkshead 
Carter, John, Willaston, Chester, Farmer. Oct 20 at 2 at offices of 
Hannan and Pogh, Duncan st, Birkenhead 
Chaplin, Caleb, Stratton St Mary, Norfolk, Cabinet Maker. Oct 15 at 
3 at offices of Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 
Cheetham, James, Rochdale, Corn Dealer. Oct 21 at 3 at offices of 
Whitehead, Toad lane, Rochdale 
Childs, Edward, Brockley, Kent, Baker. 
court and Macarthur, Mo-rzate st 
Clarke, William Henry, Brad‘ord, Stuff Merchant. Océ 17 at 3 at offices 
of Margerison, Swan arcade, Bradford 
Cliff, Arthar Foster, Manvinchsm, Trimmings Merchant. Oct 14 at 11 
at offices of Lees and Co, New Ivegate, Bradford 
Coates, John Thomas, Harrogate, York, Coal Dealer. Oct 16 at 10 at 
offices of Crambie, Stonegate, York. Kirby and Son, Knares- 
borough 
Cooper, Charles, Radcliff», nr Manchester, Licensed Victualler, Oct 20 
2 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Man- 
chester 
Cooper, Enoch, Sedgley, Stafford, Colliery Proprietor. Oct 20 at 4 at 
oftices of Warrington, Castle st, Dudley 
C.usens, Henry, Boston, Lincoln, Smack Owner. Oct 16 at 12 at 
offices of Thomas, Emery lane, Boston 
Crook, Charles, Tournhold, M-lksham, Wilts, Hay Dealer. Oct 16 at 
11,30 at offices of Grey, Market house, Trowbridge 
Cuthbert, William Christopher, Birmingham, Boot and Shoe Maker, 
_ Oct 15 at 12 at offices of Fitter, Rennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Dennett, Frederic Sylvester, Wigan, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 18 at 11 at offices of France, Church gate, Wigan 
Dickinson, James, Sunderland, Boot and Shoe Maker, Oct 16 atl at 
offices of Hall, Villiers st, Sunderland 
D ion, Thomas William, Aston, near Birmingham, Carpenter. Oct 17 
at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Danham, Francis, 8. Albans, Hertford, Straw H.t Manufacturer, Oct 
15 at 3 at the Baths, 8t Albans. Wells, 8t Albans 
Zdmonds, Arthur, Tingewick, Buckingham, Genera! Dea'er. Oct 17 at 
3 at offices of Pain and Hawtin, Bri st, Banbury 
Elliott, John David, Ipswich, Leather Merchant. Oct 20 at 12 at offices 
of Mills, Elm +t, Ipswich 
Farron, James, Stockport, Heald Manufacturer. Oct 13 at 3 at offices 
of Sempson, South King st, Manchester 
Fenwick, John William, North Shields, Solicitor, Oct 16 at 2.30 at 
es of Adamson. Howard st, North Shields 
Fawcett, John, Westgate, Wakefield, Tailor. Oct 16 at 3 at offices of 
Burton, Wood st, Wakefield 
Finney, John, King st, Poplar, Engineer, Oct 13 at 12 at offices of 
Stoneham and Legge, Philpot lane 
Fletcher, Robert William, Strangeways, Manchester, Licensed Vic- 
pl Oct 21 at 2 at offices of Onew and Son, Swann st, Man- 
Gunnaway, William, Selly Oak, Worcester, Builder. Oct 14 at 3 at 
offices of Fallows, Chery +t, Birmingham — 
Gerner, Hugh, Lisngolied. Denbigh, Innkeeper. Oct 17 at 3 at Golden 
Lion Vauits, Lisngotlen. Richards, Liangollen 
Garnett, John Parvin, Bradford, Commission Agent. Oct 20 at 11 at 
offices of Greaves and Taylor, Broad st, Cheapside, Bradford 


Oct 23 at 3 at offices of Har- 











— 

Grave, Fletcher, Belper, Derby, Minera! Manufacturer, Oct 21 at9 : 
offices of Parker, Norfolk st, Manc'ester 

Gray, Robert, Lower Sherringham, N. rfolk, Licensed Victualler, Oe 
18 at 3 at offices of Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 

Griffiths, George, Britonf-rry, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 17 at me 

offices of Thomas, Queen st, Neath 

r ith, John Graham, Newgate st, Warehouseman, Oct 20 ate y 

offices of Layton and Co, Budgs row 

Halstead, James, jun, Baxeaden, Lancaster, Farmer, Oct 15 atdy 
Derby Hotel, St James’s st, Accrington, Walton, Blackburn 

Heard, Charles, Neath, Glamorgan, Fruiterer. Oct 16 at 11 at Ofc, 
of Thomas, Queen st, Neath 

Heath, John, Shrewsbury, Tailor. 
Sons, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Hember, Alfred Edwin, Bristol, Milliner} 
Mosely, Clare st, Bristol 

Higham, Joseph Rickard, Stonshouse, Devon, Bootm iker, 
12 at offices of Phillips, Frank fort.st, Plymouth 

Hird, Arthur John, Southsea, Fancy Draper. Oct 15 at 12 at offiges ¢ 








G 













Oct 20 at 3 at offices of Clarke my 







Oct 16 at 12 at ofion y 





Oct 18 4 







Ladbury and Co, Cheapside J ne-, Hastings 
Hoddinott, Edwin, Hook, Dorset, Dair,man. Oct 18 at 3 at Reg Lin 
Inn, Yeovil. Watts, Yeovil 







Hollis, Joho, Dean, Bedford, Farmer, Oct 17 at 12 at George Hote, 
Kimbolton. Day and Wade-Geiy, St Neots 

Hornsby, James, Grafton st, Suho, Butcher, 
of Staniland, Ludgate hill 

Hughes, Thomas, Gresford, Denbigh, Farmer, Oct 15 at 2 atGroseny 
Hote), Eastgate st, Chester. Cartwright, Chester 

Isaac, William, Gittisham, Devon, T mber Hauler. Oct 20 at ¢¢ 
London Hotel, Ottery St Mary Tweed. Honivon 

Jackson, Judith, and Ann BrownBishop A ickiand, Innkeepers, 0; 
17 at 11 at offices of Maw, ju», Bi-ho, Auckland 

Jepson, hichaid Henry, Padinam, Lancasnire, Hatter. Oct 17 atily 
offices of Scott, Victoria st, Blackburn 

Jones, Mary, Pyle, Glamorgan, Farmer. Ocu 15 at 2 at offices of Soc. 
wood, jan, Townhall chambers, Bridgend 

Jones, Thomas, Burslem, Miller. ct 3 at 11 at offices of Maye, 
Waterloo rd, Burslem 

Kirkup, William Hepple, Stockton-on-Tees, Innkeepar. Oct 16 at 39 
at Station Hotel, York. Draper, Stockton-on- lees 

Knowles, William, Birkenhead, Greengrocer. Oc) 16 at 3 at offies d 
Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

Lacy, Lewis, East Southernhay, Exerer, Private Hotel Keeper. (ki 
22 at 12 at offices of White, Castie st, Exeter 

Laycock, Edward Burkill, Sheffizid, Cutlery Manufacturer, Oct 15 » 
3 at offices of Broomhead ana Co, Bark chambers, George st, Sheff 

Lloyd, Griffith Owen, Wolverhamp.on. Hosier, Oct 22 at 11 8b Oey 
of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 

Loder, Alvert, and Frederick Littimer, Birmingham, Builders, 0¢ 
16 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 





Oct 10 at 3 at offices 






































Lokie, William, Edgton, Salop, Farmer. Oct 22 at 12 at 9, Core # 
Ludlow. Marston, Ludicw 

Lowenthal, Simon, Jewin crescent, Tie Manufacturer. Oct 23 at? ¢ 
offices of Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 

Lupton, Peter John, Aldersgate st, Trimming Manutacturar, Oct \6¢ 
2 at offices of Everett and Smito, Cierpside. Croft, Union ¢t, i 

Maes i Wil 
ain, John, Willenhall, Stafford, Butcher. Oct 16 at 11 at » 
Baker, Walsall st, Willenhall — 

Manison, Samuel, Mile End rd, Boot Dealer. Oct 10 at 3 at officad 
Cooper, Chancery lane 

Maslen, Stephen, Thatcham, Berks, Sadler. Oct 17 at IL at Queen's 

oe pote gee, ewvary 
awson, William, Warmfi-ld, York, Farmer, Oct 15 at 3 at i 
Burton, Wood st, Wakefield is 

Maynard, Josiah, Brighton, Whitesmith. Oct 20 at 3 at ofizsd 
Buckwell, Ship st, Brighton 

McAdam, James, Liverpoo!, Draper. Oct 18 at 12 at offices of Bartlett 
Dale st, Liverpool 

McDonald, Alexander, Leicester, out of business. Oct 15 atiti 
officss of Shires, Market st, Lec s'er 

McKinnell, Alexander, Brizgate, Leeds. Oct 15 at 2 at offices of Boal 
and Barwick, Albion pl, Leeds 

Meason, Jobn Charles, Handsw rth, Stafford, Designer. Oct 16 at3# 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Bi: mingham 

Neesom, Matilda, Leeds, Grocer. Oct 16 at 3 at Law Institution, Alia 
pl, Leeds. Craven 

New, Daniel, Chieveley, Berks, Auctioneer, Oct 17 at 12 at Whit 
Hart Hotel, Newbury. Tanner, Spsenhamland, Newbury 

Newman, Henry, Crewe, Chester, Cheese Fictor, Oct 18 atl at oie 
of Bygott, Guardian Oifice, Market st, Or we 

Noddins, William James, Braemar road, Tottenham, Builder. Oct® 







at 3 at offices of Hopkins, Moorgate Station buildings 
Natt, Natheniel, Derby, bricklayer. Oct 18 at 11 at offices of B 
Amen alley, Derb 
Nutter, George, Gillett st, Kingsland, Zinc Worker. Oat 16 até# 
offices of Goatly, Westminster Hrid se road 
Olive, William Thomas, Britonf-rry, Glamorgan, Dispensing Chem 
Oct 16 at 11 at offices of Davies, Alma place, Neath } 
Owen, Thomas Clarke, Hulme, Manch:sier, Stonemason, Oct 21 # 
at offices of Jones, iged 1 chambers, St Ann’s passage, Manchest 
Oxtoby, Jobn Milner, Bempton, York, Farmer, Oct 22 at 3 at off 
of Ledger, Market place, Brid ington 



















Page, William, Wolverhampton, Saddler. Oot 15 at 11 at offeer# 
Stratto 






m, Queen st, Wolverhnm»ton 
Pearson, John, Spennithorne, York, Brick and Tile Mamutactart 
Oct 21 #t 10 at offices of Groves Middleham, Woaistell, Northallers 
Pearson, Thomas Poundali, Casti ford, York, Grocer, Oct 16 at 
+r aad Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Wainwright and Maso, 
e 
Pearson, William, Butterwick, Lincoln, Parmer, Cet 14 at 11 atoli# 
of Dyer, Oharch lane, Boston. 
Pierce, Thomas, Shrewston, Wil’s, Innkeeper. Oct 16 at 11s 
Oct 15 at 12 at 


of Kelsey, the Close, Salisbury 
of Griffin and Giitin, Temple row West, Birmingham 















Plorce, Thomas, Birmingham, Ooal Merchant. 
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Pile, John, and Thomas Briscoe, Crawford mews, Marylebone, General 
Smiths. Oct 14 at 2 at offices of Irving, Wellington st, Strand 

, Edmand, Great Grimsby, Corn and Flour Dealer. Oct 15 at 
gatoffices of Summers and Brown, Lockhill chambers, Cleethorpe 
road, Great Grimsby 

Probyn, Charles, Birmingham, Tailor. Oct 15 at 12 at offices of Smith, 
Temple st, Birmingham 

James, Workington, Cumberland, Draper. Oct 18 at 10.30 at 
Hotel, Manchester. Paitson, Whitehaven 

Rawnsley, James, and John Pickard, Leeds, Builders, Oct 16 at 2 at 
offices of Ford and Warren, Albion st, Leeds 

Rider, Elijab, Stourbridge, Worcester, Boot and Shoe Maker. Oct 13 
at 10 at offices of Prescott, Foster st, Stourbridge 

Robinson, Joseph, Leicester, Fishmonger. Oct 16 at 3 at offices of 
Loseby and Co, ket place, Leicester 

Robinson, Thomas, Darlington, Fruit Merchant. Oct 15 at 12 at 
Adelphi Hotel, York 

Robinson, William, Wigton, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Oct 16 at 11 at 
offices of McKeever, Wigton 

Rogers, James, Whitwood Mere, near Castleford, Glass Bottle Manu- 
factorer. LA at 2 at Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Phil- 

Castlefor < 

Bay George, St Albans, Herts, Straw Hat Manu‘acturer. Oct 23 
at2at 111, Cheapside, London, Smith and Oo, Cheapside 

Saunders, John, Titley st, Poplar, Auctioneer. Oct 11 at 10.15 at 
Unicorn Inn, Vivian rd, Old Ford. Hicks, Grove rd, Victoria park 

Scruby, Alfred, St Albans, Hertford, Siraw Hat Manufactarer. Oct 
23 at 3.30 at Queens Hotel, Luton. Annesley, St Albans 

Sharp, Robert, Gateshead, Durham, Builder. Oct 15 at 12 at offices of 
Wa'lace, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

erd, William, Droylsden, Lancaster, Grocer. Oct 17 at 3 at offices 
of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Shield, Thomas, Coatham, York, Shipowner. Oct 15 at 3 at offices of 
Bainbridge and Barnley, Corporation Hall, Middlesborouga 

Simpson, Thomas, Ipswich, Licensed Victualler. Oct 20 at 12 at 20, 

le " Wortley, Sstenhll, Chester, Miller. 0 t 

s >» Tat all, Chester, Miller. Oct 15 at 3 at Hop 
Pole Hotel, Chester. Roberts, Rochdale 

Smart, John, Church st, Kensington, Fish . Oct 27 at 2at 
offices of Perry, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

$mith, Charles, Knighton, Radnor, Dealer in Earthernware. Oct 17 at 
12 at offices of Green and Peters, Knighton 

ires, Walter Henry, New Alresford, Southampton, Fellmonger. 
Oct 15 at 2at offices of Blackmore and Shield, Arlesford 

Swift, William, Rochdale, Lancaster, Boot Dealer. Oct 16 at 3 at 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedral Gates, Manch 4 bh d, Rochdale 

Temple, Mark Thomas, Hartlepool, Durham, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 17 at 11 at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 

Temple, William, Swainby, York, Tea Dealer. Oct 16 at 3 at offices of 
Newby and Oo, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Thistlethwaite, William, Bradford, Commission Agont. Oct 15 at 11 
at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Trasse!l, Tnomas, Ilkeston, Derby, Stone Mason. Oct 21 at 2 at offices 
of Elliott, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Turquand, Rev Aleaander Petet, Culmstock, Devon. Oct 17 at 3 at 
the Rongomont Hotel, Queen st, Exeter. Gidley 

Turvill, William, West Worldham, Hants, Farmer. Oct 21 at 3 at the 
Swan Hotel, Alton. Downie 

Wagstaff, Benjamin, and John Wagstaff, Barnsley, York, Drapers. 
Oct 16 at 12 at offices of Hunt and Co, Nicholas st, Manchester. 
Dibb and Co, Barnsley 

Ward, Anthony Alfred, Leicester, Eating house keeper. Oct 17 at 3 at 
offices of Loseby, Market place, Leicester 

Waugh, William, Penrith, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Oct 16 at 2.30 at 
offices of Arnison, Penrith 

Weaver, James, Greet, Worcester, Beer Retailer. Oct 14 at 12 at 
offices of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 

Webb, Thomas, Newdigate, Surrey, Farmer, Oct 14 at 12.30 at offices 
of Morrison, High st, Reigate 

White, Thomas, Nantwich, Cheshire, Publican. Oct 18 at 11 at the 
Albert chambers, Church side, Caewe 

Williams, John, Rhyl, Flint, Wheelwright. Oct 23 at 12 at the Royal 
Hotel, Rhyl. Davies, Holywell 

Wilton, Frank, Edward Learoyd, and Sidney Learoyd, Mark lane, 
Woollen Merchants. Oct 24 at 3 at the George Hotel, Huddersfield. 
Learoyd and Co, Albion chambers, Moorgate st 

Wood, Thomas, Leeds, General Ironmonger, Oct 17 at 3 at offices of 
Bointon, Old Bank chambers, Leeds 

Wrigley, silvester, Oldham, Lancashire, Builder. Oct 16 at 11 at 
55, Shaw st, Oldham. Learoyd and Co, Huddersfield 

Toxspay, Oct. 7, 1879. 

Adams, Joseph Benjamin, Liverpool, Gas Reflector Maker. Oct 20 at 
2 at offices of Thompson and Simm, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead. 
Francis, Birkenhead 

ft, George, Blackburn, Refreshment house keeper. Oct 20 at 11 
at offices of Higson, Richmond terrace, Blackburn 

Anidjah, Lewis, Scrutton st, Curtain rd, Wholesale Cabinet Manufsc- 
turer. Oct 20 at $ at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Baruett, 
Palmerston buildings 

Archer, William, Leeds, Furniture Dealer, Oct 17 at 3 at offices of 

ven, East parade, Leeds 

Ashton, Ephraim, Preston, Wheolwright. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of 
Forshaw and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 

Atkinson, Joseph, Preston, Lancashire, Tailor. Oct 20 at 11 at offices 
of Cunliffe and Co, Winckley st, Preston 

Attwood, John Madawick, Cheltenham, Ironmonger' Oct 22 at 11 at 
the Royal Hotel, Cheltenham, Winterbotham and Co 

Barnett, Alfred, High st, Kingsland, Clothier. Oct 22 at 3 at offices of 
Pass, Queen st, Cheapside 

» William Andrew, Jewry st, Wire Manufacturer. Oct 23 at 2 at 


of Tilley and Soames, Finebury place, South 
Bartlett, Alfred, cer Lodging house keeper. Oct 22 at 11 at the 








Freemasons’ Hall, 8 rgate. Gibson, Margate 
Beaumont, William, Badingham, Suffolk, Farmor, Oct 31 at 2 at tha 
and Anchor Hotel, Framlingham. Pollard, Ipswich 
Bas, James, Buxton, Norfols, Farmer, Oct 20 at 12 at offices of 
Blacker, Sarah dane, Rawelite Yorke fe Oct 21 at 12 at th 
’ » Yor rmor, t a at the 
Downe Arms Inn, Soaith, Mander and Son, Wakefield 





Blackith, Charles Josepb, Lower Thames st, Shipping Agent. Oct 22 
at 2.30 at offices of Saffery and Co, Old Jewry. Stocken and Jupp, 
Lime st sq 

Bodenham, Frederick William, Lindridge, Worcester, Innkeeper. 
Oct 18 at 3 at offices of Lambert, Foregate st, Worce-ter 

Booth, Clement, Sheffield,Grocer. Oct 20 at 12 at offices of Auty and 
Son, Queen st, Sheffield 

Booth, William, Saddlewor'h, York, Farmer. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of 
Anderton and Donnelly, Garden st, Bury 

Borrowdale, Henry, Lancashire, Miller. Oct 23 at 10 at the Temper- 
ance Hote), Ulverston. Dickinson, Broughton-in-Furness 

Bradney, John, Wolverhampton, Builder. Oct 21 at 2 at offices of 
Underhill, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 

oer Ssmuel, Derby, Grocer. Oct 27 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, 

erby 


Broadbent, Joseph, Ravensthorpe, York, Contractor. Oct 21 at 3 at 
the Wellington Hotel, Dewsbury. Chadwick and Sons, Dewsbury 

Brooker, Richard Sayers, Worthing, Sussex, Carpenter. Oct 2! at 3 at 
offices of Verzall, Brunswick terrace, Chapel rd, Worthing 

Browning, John, Manchester, Baker. Oct 23 at3 at offices of Rylance,. 
Essex st, Manchester 

Buck, James, Hackney rd, Tailor. Oct 27 at 3 at offices of Mogg, 
Shoreditch High st. Noon and Clarke, Blomfield st 

Campion, Joseph, Birmingham, Baker. Oct 18 at 11 at offices of 
Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill. Birmingham 

Chadderton, Edward Dukinfield, Cheshire, ont of business. Oct 20 at 3 
at offices of Coates, Old st, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Chamen, Tewkesbury Maber, and Henry Frodsham Chamen, High 
Holborn, Refreshment room keeoers. Oct 29 at 2 at offices of 
Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Clarke, George, Horncastle, Lincoln, Miliwright. Oct 20 at 11 at 
offices of Page, jun, Flaxengate, Lincoin . 

Collins, Henry, Waruer place, Hackney road, Steam Sawyer. Oct 17 
at 2at offices of Biggenden, Finsbury sq buildings, Chiswell st. 
Dobson, Coborn rd, Bow 

Cotton, James Robert, Bishopsgate st within, Tobacconist, Oct 20 at 
3 at offices of Lee, Gresham buildings, Basinghal! st 

Crawford, Francis, Darlington, Durham, Tailor. Oct 21 at 3 at offices 
Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 

Creak, William Alfred, Burnham Market, Norfolk, Ironmonger. Oct 
20 at 12 at offices of Miller and Co, Bank chambers, Norwich 

Crosby, Thomas, Burton-on-Trent, Coal Merchant. Oct 20 at 2 at 
Bear Inn, Burton-on-Trent, Wilson : 

Currell, George, Winchester, Dress Maker. Oct 20at2 at offices of 
Adams and Co, Jewry st, Winchester 

Dale, Samuel, Townsend Bucknall, Stafford, Charter Master. Oct 18 
at 4 at offices of Ashmall, Albion st, Hanley 

Davies, Frederick, Ashbourne, Derby, Baker. Oct 16 at 2 at offices of 
Potter, Irongate, Derby 

Dennis, Thomas, Cwmavon, Glamorgan. Grocer. Oct 18 at 11 at Town 
Clerk’s office, Queen st, Neath. Curtis, Neath 

Dold,*Anton, Great Grimsby, Jeweller. Oct 20 at 2 at offices of Grange 
and ee St Mary’s chambers, West St Mary’s gate, Great 
Grimsby 

Duan, Matthew, Liverpool, Poultry Dealer. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of 
Connor and Taylor, Victoria st, Liverpool. Browne and Jarman, 
Liverpool 

Dyer, Andrew, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, Surgeon. Oct 20 at 2 at 
be and Railway Hotel, Temple Mead, Bristol. Nalder, Shepton 

allett 

Ede, Richard, Worthing, Cabinet Maker. Oct 22 at 3 at Steyne Hotel, 
Worthing. Green, Worthing 

Ellie, James, Oidham Innkeeper. Oct 29 at 3 at offices of Rylance, 
Essex st, Manchester 

Eniery, Walter, Burslem, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 17 at 3 at offices of 

, Market pl, Barslem 

Faraur, Samuel, Congleton, Chester, Builder. Oct 2! at 11 at offices of 
Sherratt and Son, Market st, Kidsgrove 

Faulkner, Charles, Walsall, Greengrocer. Oct 17 at 10.15 at offices of 
East, Temple st, Birmingham 

Field, Benjamin, De Beauvoir rd, Kingsland, Manufacturer of Funeral 
Trimmings. Oct 30 at 2 at offices of Perry, Guildhall chambers, 
Basinghall st 

Foad, Andrew Baker, Norwich, Watchmaker. Oct 20 at 11 at offices. 
of Tiile:t, Opie st, Norwich 

Gardiner, Mary, Sarah Gardiner, and Elizabeth Gardiner, Hove, 
Sussex, Lodging house Keepers. Oct 24 at 3 at offices of Goodman, 
North st, Brighton 

Godbehere, Henry, Newark-vpon-Trent, Grocer. Oct 28 at 11 at 145, 
Cheapside. Neal, Lime st 

Greenstreet, Martha Ann, Ramsgate, out of business. Oct 17 at 3 at 
offices of Parry, High st, Ramsgate 

Hall, David, Northampton, Confectioner. Oct 17 at 11 at offices of 
Andrew, Market sq, Northampton 

Halliwell, Mary, Deal, Kent, Outfitter, Oct 18 ati at 198, High st, 
Dea', Cooper, Chancery lane 

Hutton, Thomas, Old Swinford, Worcester, Builder. Oct 18 at 12 at. 
offices of Addison, High st, Brierley Hill 

Hawkins, Henry, Ayleskury, Coal Merchant. Oct 17 at 2 at White 
Swan Hotel, Walton, Aylesbury. Biggenden, Finsbury sq buildings 

Heathcock, Joseph, Birkenhead, Steamship Owner. Oct 21 at 12 at 
offices of Caruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Hewitt, William, Churchover, Warwick, Blacksmith. Oct 15 at 11 at 
otices of Wright and Gledhill, North st, Rugby 

Hillman, John, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Builder. oe, 20 at Sat Lodge 
Hotel, Cheetham Hill road, Dukinfield, Garforth, Dukinfield 

Hood, Henry, Shrewsbury, Fishmonger. Oct 17 at 11 at offices of 
Kough, Swan hil!, Shrewsbury 

Hooson, William, Bradley, York, Stone Merchant, Oct 20 at 11 at 
offices of Longbottom, Sartton st, Halifax 

Hope, Jobn, Burslem, Earthenware Manufacturer. Oct 17 at 11.30 at 
North Stafford Railway Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Hand and Co, 


Stafford 
Howarth, Abraham, Bradford, Baker, Oct 16 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, 
th Gates, Manchester. Tremeweo, Manchester 
Howitt, Matthew, High Holborn, Linen Draper. Oct 24 at 19 at 145, 
Cheapside, Cronin and Rivolta, Southampton st, Bloomsdury 
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ghes, John, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerseller. Oct 21 at 12 at offices of, 


Bu 
Cooper and Co, John st, Tunstell 
Hunnam, Richard, Sunderland, Hatter. Oct 20 at 11 at offices of Bas- 
well and Marshall, John st, Sunderland 
Jackson, Juseph, Stockton-on-Tees. Innkeeper. Oct 18 at 10 at offices 
of Catehpole, Argyle bui'dings, Wilson st, Middlesborough 
Johnston, John Warren, Liverpool, Window Blind Manufacturer. 
Oct 21 at 3 at offices of Hurper, Cable st, Liverpool - 
Jolliffe, William, jun, Chis-1, Dorset, Plumber. Oct31 at 2 at Royal 
Oak Inn, Do:chester. Weston, hester 
Jones, John William, Wa'lneath, Staffo 4, out of business, Oct 16 at 
11 at offices of Morris, Kidderminster st, Stourport 
Jordan. Richard. Kingston-upon-Hul!, Tailor. Oct 17 at 11 at Guild- 
hall Coffee house, Gresham st, Summers 
Keiller, Michael J:bhn, Manchester, Tailor, Oct 22 at 3 at offices of 
Stead, Essex st, Manches'er 
Kelwick, John arthur, Kingster-upon-Holl, Slater. Oct 10 at 3.at 
offices of Salmon, Scale 'ane, Kingston-upon-Hull 
King, Enoch, Longport, Stafford, Milkseller. Qct 17 at 12 at offices of 
Ellis, Market:pl, Burslem 
Lawson, Joseph, Mancie-ter, Estate Agent. Oct 23 at 3 at offices of 
Diggies and O.den, Booth st, Manchester 
Linco.n, Joen, Birmingham, Grocer. Oct 18 at 10.15 at offices of 
Jaques, Temple row Birmingham 
Lissaman.: William, Hend-w rth, Stafford, Builder: Oct 20 at 3 at 
offices of Juhnston and Co, Wate: loo st, Birmingham 
Lockwood, Wiliam, Me-singham, Linsom, Fermer. Oct 24.at 1) at 
cffices of Haves an@ Sone, varket pl, Brigg 
“Martin, Charles Thomas, Bournemouth, Mineral Water Manufacturer. 
Oct 20 at 1 at offices of Wade, the Arcade, Bournemouth 
Maxwell, Edward, H«ridenool, Durham, Tobacconist. ct 15 at 3 at 
offices of John Wilson, A'her em chambers, West Hartlepool 
Mays, Johr, Crowland, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Octl7 at1ll at offices of 
Deacon and Wiikins, Cross st, Pe-erborough 
McCausland, Andrew, Manchester, Shc w Case Maker. Oct 21 at 11 at 
offices of Gardner, Cuoper st, Manchester 
Mead, John, Bolsover st, Grea’ Portland st, Weiter. Oct 15 at 2 at 
offices of Slater and Co, Guildhall c.ambers, Basinghall st, Barnett, 
Palmerston bnildir gs, Old Broad st 
Milbrrn, Michae! Basnett, York, Ironmonger. Oct 21 at 12 at offices 
of Wilkmson, St Helen’s sq, York 
Morgan, Thomas, Lydney, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Oct 20 at 3 at 
offices of Stroud, t larence parade, Cheltenham 
Moss, James William, Hanley. Stefford, Clothier. Oct 20 at 11 at the 
Royal Hotel, Crewe. Stevenson, Harley 
Mudie, William, Deptford, Kent, Baker. Oct 21. at 3 at offices of 
Ingle and Co, Threacneedle st. Howard, Greenwich 
Malley, Jobn, Greenwich, out«f business. Oct 21 at 3 at offices of 
Marchant and Purvis, George yard, Lombard st 
Oakley, Edwin Tn max, Gaythorn, Manchester, Provision Merchant, 
Oct 24 at 8 at offices of Sntton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Parkinson, Henry, Gravel lane, Southwark, Baker. Oct 20 at 2 at 
offices of Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane 
Pegg, Mary Hannah, Salford, Lancashire, Spinster, and George Ma rs- 
den Pegg, Licensed Victualler. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of Farrar and 
Pall, Fountain st, Manchester 
Penfold, Richard, Brighton, Shoeing Smith. Oct 23 at 3 atoffices of 
Nye, North st, Brighton 
Phillips, Frederic, Fendrayton, Cambridge, Farmer. Oct 17 at 11.30 at 
the Unicorn Hotel, St Ives. Watts, St Ives 
Pinnock, Thomas, sen, Duckiington, Oxford, out of business. Now 5 
at 12 at cffices of Berr dge, Church st, Si Ebbe 
Piper, William, Birmingham, Grocer. Oct 17 at 11 at offices of Rooke 
Bennott’s hill, Birmingham 
Pointon, William, Biddu!ph, Stafford, Sawyer. Oct 21 at2 at offices of 
Sherratt and Son, Market st, Kidsgrove 
Prichard, Morris, Llanduduo, Carnarvon, Lodging house keeper. 
— 21 at 3 at the Queen’s Hotel, Liandudno. Bridgman and Co, 
iter 
Randle, James, Harilebury, Worcester, Farmer. Oct 23 at 3 at offices 
of Crowther, Bank buildings, Kidderminster 
Rayner, James, Upper stoke, nr Rochester, out of business. Oct 25 at 
4at the King’s Head, Rochester. Rashleigb, Borough High st 
Reeves, Wiillam Brignell, Birmingham, Hatter. Oct 17 at 3 at offices 
of Wright and Marshall, Townhall chambers, New st, Birmingham 
Bhydero, John Evan, Hulme, Lancashire, Tailor. Oct 24 at 3 at 
offices of Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 
Richards, John, Newcastle Emlyn, Carmarthen, Victualler, Oct 2i at 
12.80 at offices of Griffiths, 8t Mary st, Carmarthen 
RBebins, John, jun, Alymouth, Grocer. Oct 20 at 11 at office at Rodda, 
Conrtenay st, Plywouth 
Robinson, George, Betiey, York Contractor. Oct2lat 2.30 at offices 
of Truswell, Bank ehamber*, Commercial st, Batley. Walker, Baticy 
Rolfe, Henry, West Bromwich, Retail Brewer. Oct 21 at 11 at offices 
of Jackson end Sharpe, High st, West Bromwich 
Rose, tlelen, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Boot Vendor. Oct 20 at 11 
at offices cf Moore and Harvey, Wimborne Minster 
Hoeser, Charles Jeffries and Edward John Rosser, Roath, Cardiff, 
Oct 20 at 12 ut offices of Steed and Co, Crockherbtown, 


Car 
Russell, Chippenham mews, Harrow rd, Contractor. Oct 21 at 
2 at offices of Russell, Old Jewry chambers on 
at 


Senior, George Nicholas, Broadmoor, Pembroke, Grocer, 
10.30 at 's Botel, 
Sharp, John, Bristol, Baker. Oct 23 et 12 at offices of Triggs, Broad 
st, Briistol. Bennett, Bristol 
Abergavenny, China Dealer. Oct 22 at 11 at offices of 


4 Monk vom ng ow 
Silver, Williem, Wantage, Berke, Coach Builder. Oct 20 at 12 at 
Sanction Hotel, Dideot. Jotcham, Wi 


, antage 
Skinner, Richard, Steyning, Sussex, Tailor. 
4 tenia Oct 94 at 12.30 at offices 


ig, 

’ ‘rent, Beerhouse Keeper. Oct 20 at 11 at 
Bear Burton-on-Trent, Wilson P 
Stamp, a, Ardwick, tr Manchester, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 24 
at 3 at offices of Simrpson end Hockin, Mount st, Albertisq, Man- 





Stewert, Duncan, Liverpool, Draper. Oct 18 at 2 at offices of Crem, 
Sune Jame, Upper fetteed pl, Boarding K 
ie, James, Upper Pp A ouse Keeper, 
at 3, Circus pl, Finsbury cireas. at = Oct 51 
ndbach, Chester, Tailor. Oct.22 at 2 at ‘Crem, 


Stringer, Sumuel, 8a! 
Arms Hotel, Crewe. Bvrgott, Sanib ch 

Sommers, Edward, Salisbury, Clothier. Oct 18 at 1 at offloas ¢ 
Nodder, City chambers, High st, Salisbury 

Taylor, James, Upper Batley, York, Market Gardener. Ost 21 stil 
at offces of Truswell, Bank Obambers, Commercial st, Batlay 

mnen’ Will Ferndale, G} 
omas, William, Fe amorgan, Grocer. Oct 20 

Presa ee a st. os Briato] aus 
(mas, Wil'iam, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Milkm Oct 
offices of Edmonds and Co, Ho'vrood st, Newport om Uekhe 

Thornley, George, Walworth rd, Tailor. Oct 24 ar 8 at offices Of Saffery 
and Co, O'd Jewry chambers. Keene and Marsland Mark lang 

Upson, Arthu: James, Rayleich, Essex, Sadler. Oct 21 at 11 at Crow 
Inn. Rayleivh, Word and Son, Rochtord 

Walkden, Thomas, Birmingham, Glass and Ohina Dealer. Oct 20 ats 
at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birmngham 

Walker, Thom«s, Not ingham, Grocer. Oct 18 at 12 at offiegs of 
Webster, Peter's gate, Nottingham. Woodhouse, Nottingham 

Walmstey, James Henry, Higher Audley, Blackburn, 
Confectioner. Oct 20 at 11 at offices of Murriott, Union at, Biggs. 


burn 

Walters, William Haus‘ing, Maple rd, Surbiton, Hair Dresser. Ooi 
at 2 at offices of Wilkinson and Howlett, Bedford st, Covent Garden 

Warden, He: ry, Ramegute, Carman. Oct 17 at 12 at the Pantech. 
— Crem, Abbatt’s hill, Camden rd, Ramsgate. Waring, Borongh 

igh si 

Watie, Walter, Kington, Hereford, Chemist. Oct 28 at 2 at offigesof 
Corner, High Town, Herefore 

Webb. Arthur, Bah, Commercial Traveller. Oct 28 at 3.30 at offices 
of Titley, Orange grove, Bath. Bennet, Bristol 

Weston, Walter Morris, Whittingham, Worcester, out of busiggs, 
Oct 23 at 1 at oftces of Clutterbuck, the Forega‘e, Cross, Worcester 

Wherlwright, Frederick, Aston-juxta Birmingham. Photographer, 
Oct 21 at 3 at offices of Ratcliff, b«nnett’s hi'l, Birmingham 

Wickham, Edward, and Henry Wickham, Liverp»o!, General Drapen, 
O. t 22 at 4 at offices of Barrel and Co, Lord st, Liverpool 

Williams, Emma, Farnworth, Lancashire, Grocer. Oct 21 at I at 
offi: es of Heally, Acresfield, Bolten, Clark, Bolton 

Wilson, John, Whitehaven, Cumberland Corn Me:chant. Oot 22 af ii 
at cflices of Webster, Queen st, Whitehaven 

Wray. Charles Cressey, Newland, York, Cowkeeper, Oct 16 at at 
- of Barker, Temple buildings, Bowlalley lane, Kingston ~upa- 

u 

Wright, Joseph, Caistor, Lincoln, Boot Maker, Ost 21 atl at offices 
of Hadde'sey and Haddelsey, Royal Dock chambers, Great 

Zlatano, Christy Thomas, Manchester, Shipper. Oct 17 at 3 at officesst 
Sampson, South King st, Manchesier 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being withv ut sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoa 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHBAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Bresk 

ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny, 

Cocoatina A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
oo Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pre 
nibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 39., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZEK & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 


(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
‘Will be glad to forward his new Pampblet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only pertectly-painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majosty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.-— Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 
ROBE MAKERS 
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Y SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Beach 
Corporation of London, &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, i“ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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